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Athens,  9-22  April  1919. 

His  Excellency  Woodrow  Wilson, 

President  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Your  Excellency, 

The  Oecumenical  Patriarch  of  Constantinople  —  who 
since  the  capture  of  this  capital  by  the  Turks  has  been 
recognised  by  the  Greek  Nation  as  well  as  by  the  Ottoman 
Sultan  as  the  head  of  all  those  Greeks,  who  still  remain 
under  the  Ottoman  suzerainty  violently  imposed  upon  them 
—  and  the  Hellenic  Government  have  had  the  honour  of 
presenting  to  the  Inter  Allied  Conference  of  Paris  their 
proposition  on  the  claims  of  the  Greek  Nation. 

Since  the  insurrection  of  1821  the  Greek  race  has  cons- 
tantly showed  that  its  object  was^  to  restore,  by  liberating 
the  exclusively  Greek  lands,  the  Greek  State,  which  for 
about  1100  years  had  been  the  only  factor  of  civilisation 
in  the  Near  East  and  whose  fall  had  occasioned  the  ensla- 
vement of  the  Eastern  Christians  and  doomed  them  to  live 
during  five  centuries  in  gloom  and  decay,  whence  by  its 
strong  national  conscience  and  zealous  Christian  /faith  the 
Greek  race  saved  its  real  existence. 

The  unhappy  Greco-turkish  war  of  1897  and  the  two 
Balkan  wars  of  1912-13  have  also  proved  that  the  Hellenic 
kingdom  is  conscious  of  its  having  been  constituted 
as  a  mandatory  state  of  the  whole  nation's  will,  and  that 
it  has  spared  no  sacrifice  in  order  to  execute  the  Mandate 
of  numerous  Greek  generations. 
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The  participation  of  Greece  in  the  universal  war,  crown- 
ing one  century's  struggles,  brings  to  the  Greek  race  the 
legitimate  hope  that  the  great  nation  —  which  under  the 
principles  of  consolidation  of  justice  liberty  and  constant 
peace  in  the  world,  have  played  the  first  part  in  the  war 
—  will,  through  their  Government,  effectually  help  the 
Greek  race  to  be  restored  into  a  single  State,  which,  hence- 
forward freed  from  military  cares,  resulting  from  the  duty 
of  liberating  the  Unredeemed  Populations,  will  become  by 
its  prosperity  a  factor  of  peace,  civilisation  and  order  in  the 
Near  East. 

The  Greek  People  as  a  whole,  independently  of  any 
divergence  of  opinion  exclusively  related  to  internal  politics, 
solely  aim  to  promote  national  claims,  and  believe  that 
the  only  right  solution  of  the  eastern  problems  concerning 
Hellenism  lies  in  the  reestablishment  of  a  single  national 
Greek  State  -4  constituted  from  the  lands  of  the  present 
kingdom  of  Northern  Epirus,  Thrace  including  Cons- 
tantinople with  the  peninsular  of  Gallipoli,  of  the 
vilayets  of  Aidin  and  Broussa,  the  cazas  of  Nicomedia  and 
Dardanells,  the  Dodecanese  and  the  isle  of  Cyprus  —  and 
insuring  to  the  Greeks  of  the  Pont  an  independent  political 
life  (considering  that  on  account  of  their  geographical  posi- 
tion they  cannot  be  united  to  the  Greek  State)  and  to  the 
Greek  minorities  in  the  Ottoman  Empire  their  rights  of 
free  development  and  their  religious  and  communal  pri- 
vilege. In  consequence,  the  propositions  presented  to  the 
Inter  Allied  Conference  by  the  Hellenic  Government,  as 
modified  by  the  Oesumenical  Patriarchate,  correspond,  as 
far  as  we  can  assure,  to  the  Greek  People's  national  cons- 
cience and  have  their  unanimous  support. 

But  the  Greek  people  is  awaiting  the  reestablishment  of 
universal  peace  in  order  that  the  international  substance 


of  the  Greek  State  may  be  restored  to  its  true  condition 
and  the  Greek  rule  brought  again  to  its  accurate  constitu- 
tional form. 

1.  Political  regime  imposed  upon  Greece  by  France,  Great 
Britain  and  Russia. 

The  Great  Powers  France,  Great  Britain  and  Russia  by 
their  five  notifications  to  the  Hellenic  Government  (dated 
June  8-21,  1916.  December  1-14,  1916.  December  18-31,  1916. 
May  29-June  11,  1917,  with  its  aide  memoire  and  June  10-23, 
1917)  have  proclaimed  that  they  had  warranted  Greece's 
Constitutional  Status  and  as  a  consequence  of  this  warrant 
have  the  right  of  intervention  in  the  country's  internal 
administration  and  of  control  over  its  constitutional  go- 
vernmental and  administrative  working.  By  thes\e  no- 
tifications communicated  in  form  of  an  ultimatum  they 
claimed  and  obtained : 

1)  by  the  notification  dated  June  8-21,  1916  (annex  No  2) 
the  complete  demobilisation  of  the  Greek  army,  the  sub:^ 
titution  of  the  political  government  under  the  presidency 
of  Mr.  Scouloudis  by  a  service  government,  the  dissolution 
of  the  Chamber,  the  removal  of  certain  police  officers  in- 
dicated by  them  ; 

2)  by  the  notification  dated  December  1-14,  1916  (an- 
nex No  3)  the  transfer  of  part  of  the  Greek  army  and  its 
munitions  to  the  Peloponnesus  ; 

3)  by  the  notification  dated  December  18-31,  1916  (annex 
NO  4)  the  transfer  of  practically  the  whole  Greek  army 
with  its  war  munitions  to  the  Peloponnesus  effected  under 
their  military  representatives'  control,  the  dissolution  in 
Continental  Greece  (North  of  the  Peloponnesus)  of  the  re- 
servist associations,  the  prohibition  to  civilians  of  bearing 
arms  ;  the  establishment  of  their  control  over  the  coun- 
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try's  posts,  telegraphs,  railways  and  ports  ;  the  payment 
of  Indemnities  to  Venizelists  after  inquiry  made  by  the 
Allied  Governments  and  Greece ; 

4)  by  the  notification  dated  May  29- June  11,  1917  with  its 
aide-memoire  (annex  N^  5)  the  abdication  of  His  Majesty 
the  King  of  Hellenes  Constantine  from  the  throne  and 
elso  his  designating  as  his  successor  another  prince  instead 
of  the  constitutional  heir ; 

5)  by  the  letter  of  Mr.  Jonnart,  High  Commissionner  of 
the  Powers  to  the  President  of  the  Hellenic  Government, 
dated  June  10-23,  1917  (annex  N«  9)  the  reconvocation  of 
the  Chamber  elected  on  May  31-June  13,  1915  and  dissolved 
on  October  29-November  11,  1915,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that 
the  Chamber  elected  on  December  6-19,  1WJl5,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  first  one's  dissolution,  was  still  existing. 

By  these  notifications  an  international  situation  has  been 
created  in  the  Hellenic  State  that  cannot  be  adapted  to  its 
independence  —  a  situation  neither  based  on  the  treaties' 
texts  and  their  official  interpretation,  nor  a  result  of  the 
Hellenic  people's  will  legally  and  clearly  expressed  —  a 
situation  very  essentially  curtailing  the  sovereignty  belong 
in  to  an  independent  national  State. 

2.  Greece  as  an  independent  State. 

Greece  is  as  independent  State  de  facto  and  de  jure  and 
has  been  formed  as  such  by  gradually  tearing  off  from  the 
Ottoman  rule  lands  that  have  been  conquered  by  force  of 
arms.  The  independence  of  the  provinces  of  Continental 
Greece,  Peloponnesus  and  the  Cyclades,  that  constituted  the 
first  Hellenic  kingdom,  was  won  de  facto  by  the  hard  strug- 
gles and  sacrifices  of  the  war  for  Independence,  that  lasted 
seven  years  (1821-1828).  This  independence  was  recognized 
by  a  series  of  international  acts  i.  e. : 
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1)  by  the  protocol  of  the  London  Conference  held  by  the 
Great  Powers  Great  Britain,  France  and  Russia  dated  Fe- 
bruary 3,  1830  (annex  N^  18); 

2)  by  the  memorandum  of  the  British  Prime  Minister 
the  duke  of  Wellington  addressed  to  the  elected  king  of 
Hellas  Leopold,  prince  of  Saxe-Cobourg,  dated  February  10, 
1830  (annex  No  20); 

3)  by  the  protocol  of  the  London  Conference,  dated  July 
1,  1830  (annex  N^  21  —  II). 

4)  by  the  London  Treaty  between  France,  Great-Britain, 
Russia  and  Bavaria  concerning  the  accession  to  the  Helle- 
nic throne  of  king  Otto,  dated  May  7,  1832  (annex  N^  22  — 
IX); 

5)  by  the  proclamation  of  the  Great  Powers  France, 
Great-Britain  and  Russia  to  the  Hellenic  Nation  dated 
August  18-30,  1832  (annex  No  22  —  VIII)  ; 

6)  by  the  protocole  of  the  London  Conference,  dated 
August  30,  1832,  (annex  N^  22  —  XII)  ; 

7)  by  the  declaration  made  at  the  French  Chamber  by 
the  Due  de  Broglie,  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  (annex 
NO  23)  ; 

8)  by  the  London  Treaty  between  France,  Great-Bri- 
tain, Russia  and  Denmark,  concerning  the  accession  to 
the  Hellenic  throne  of  King  George  I,  dated  July  13,  1863 
(annex  N^  33); 

To  the  thus  internationally  recognized  independent  State 
entitled  to  «  enjoy  political,  administrative  and  commercial 
rights  suitable  to  a  complete  independence  »  (annex  N^  18) 
the  Ionian  islands  were  annexed,  after  having  been  pro- 
claimed independent  of  the  British  protection  by  the  liberal 
and  noble  initiative  of  the  British  Government  and  having 
by  an  unanimous  decision  of  their  legislative  Body  accept- 
ed their  union  with  Greece  (annex  No  35).   The  Treaty  bet- 
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ween  Great-Britain,  France,  Russia  and  Greece  signed  in 
London  (March  17-29,  1864)  —  concerning  the  union  of  the 
Ionian  Islands  with  Greece  (annex  N^  37,  —  once  more  con- 
firms the  recognition  of  the  Hellenic  kingdom's  indepen- 
dence. 

The  independence  of  Thessaly  and  the  Arta  territory  of 
the  Ottoman  Empire  and  their  union  with  Greece  were  suc- 
ceeded by  the  two  Treaties  signed  in  Constantinople,  the 
first  between  the  Great  Powers  and  Turkey  May  12-24,  1881, 
the  second  between  Greece  and  Turkey  dated  June  20- July 
2,  1881. 

The  severance  of  Macedonia,  Epirus,  the  isle  of  Crete 
and  the  islands  of  the  Aegean  Sea  from  the  Ottoman  Em- 
pire and  their  union  with  Greece  were  succeeded  after  the 
Balkan  wars  of  1912-13  and  according  to  the  Treaties  of 
Peace  signed  in  London  on  May  14-30,  1913  between  Greece, 
Bulgaria,  Serbia,  Montenegro  and  Turkey  and  in  Bukarest 
on  July  28-August  10,  1913  between  Greece,  Rumania,  Ser- 
bia, Montenegro  and  Bulgaria. 

As  an  independent  State  the  Hellenic  kingdom  since  its 
institution  until  the  year  1916  has  exercised  all  the  opera- 
tions that,  according  to  international  Law,  qualify  the  inde- 
pendent States  under  their  international  form  as  well  as 
in  the  working  of  the  internal  government  and  adminis- 
tration ;  and  especially  : 

in  absolute  assertion  of  its  national  sovereignty  the  Greek 
Nation  carried  on  3  wars ;  in  1897  against  Turkey  ;  in  1912 
again  against  Turkey;  in  1913  against  Bulgaria,  and  con- 
tracted two  alliances  with  Bulgaria  and  Serbia  and  a 
great  number  of  Treaties  with  foreign  States  ;  with  abso- 
lute operation  of  the  national  sovereignty  in  the  internal 
affairs  the  Greek  Nation  by  a  revolution  dethroned  king 
Otho  and  enthroned    king  George  I;  established    by    the 
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revolution  of  1845  and  1862,  the  constitutional  parliamen- 
tary form  of  government  ;  founded  in  1911  the  Constitution 
after  a  military  and  popular  rising  that  imposed  itself 
without  conflict.  After  such  a  long  political  life  of  a  complete 
independence  de  facto  and  de  jure,  the  claim  of  the  Great 
Powers  Great  Britain,  France  and  Russia  presenting  them- 
selves as  guaranteeing  the  Greek  Constitution  to  take  the 
function  of  controllers  of  its  working,  is  a  claim  diminish- 
ing the  national  sovereigntj^  and  the  independency  of 
Greece.  In  the  form  in  which  it  was  formulated,  and  from 
the  objects  of  the  country's  public  life  which  it  affected, 
this  claim  degrades  Greece  to  the  category  of  nations  that 
fall  under  a  suzerainty  of  another  Power.  During  the  first 
negociations  between  Great-Britain,  France,  Russia  and 
Turkey  on  the  subject  of  the  first  Greek  State's  institution, 
the  three  Powers  intended  to  form  a  Greek  State  under 
the  suzerainty  of  the  Ottoman  Empire.  They  accepted  how- 
ever that  the  only  link  between  Greece  and  the  suzerain 
State  would  be  the  Greek  prince's  investiture  by  the  suze- 
rain and  the  payment  of  annual  tax,  whilst  they  acknow- 
ledged the  most  wide  Government  and  administrative  au- 
tonomy of  Greece  (annex  N^^s  14  arid  17).  But  the  regime  of 
public  Law  that  was  imposed  upon  Greece  by  the  free  noti- 
fications of  the  Powers  Great-Britain,  France  and  Russia, 
on  the  basis  of  the  warranter's  quality  claimed  by  them, 
is  much  more  restrictive  than  the  right  they  had  projected 
to  recognize  with  the  consent  of  the  National  Assembly 
of  the  struggling  Greeks  in  favour  of  Turkey  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  Greek  State's  creation.  But  considering  that 
certain  Powers  have  claimed  to  exercise  upon  Greece  a  do- 
mination constituting  a  restriction  of  an  independent  sta- 
te's recognised  notion,  according  to  the  public  Law,  it  is 
obvious  that  such  a   domination,   as   an   exceptional   law, 
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cannot  be  internationally  acknowledged  unless  it  is  derived 
clearly  from  treaties  or  form  an  explicit  and  legally  expres- 
sed will  of  the  Greek  people,  by  which  such  a  right  upon 
the  Greek  State  is  ceded  to  foreign  powers. 

3.  The  warrant  for  the  integrity  of  Greek  territory. 

The  study  of  the  warranting  Powers'  treaties  and  proto- 
col related  to  Greece  proves  that  the  warrant  given  by  ;hem 
aimed  at  the  integrity  and  security  of  the  Greek  State 
against  Turkey.  The  Greek  insurrection  of  1821  andea- 
vouring  to  restore  the  Greek  race  enslaved  under  the  Otto- 
man yoke  presented  before  the  European  powers  the  prin- 
ciple of  nationalities  connected  with  the  question  of  the 
Eastern  basin  of  the  Mediterranean.  Whilst  the  liberal  Eu- 
ropean peoples  and  the  people  of  the  United  States  of  Ame- 
rica offered  moral  and  material  supplies  to  the  struggling 
Greeks  the  European  diplomacy  considered  the  Greek  strug- 
gle as  the  first  shock  of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  the  beginning 
of  its  dismemberment.  The  conscience  of  justice  imposed  the 
consecration  of  the  liberty  of  the  Greek  people,  who  proved 
by  their  deeds  how  much  they  were  worthy  of  it.  The  politi- 
cal interests  of  the  Powers  in  the  Eastern  Mediterranean 
imposed  the  restoration  and  securing  of  peace  there;  impo- 
sed the  process  of  the  Ottoman  Empire's  dismemberment,  by 
gradual  evolution,  by  the  slow  development  of  the  national 
■entity  of  its  different  nations,  and  by  the  Constitution  of 
national  States  in  the  lands  over  which  the  Ottoman  ty- 
ranny was  dominating.  The  due  de  Broglie,  Minister  of 
Foreign  Affairs  in  France  described  to  the  French  Cham- 
ber the  views  of  the  French  Government  on  the  ottoman 
question  as  follows  :  (( If  it  is  written  in  the  intentions  of 
God  that  this  Empire  should  one  day  succumb,  that  it 
should  succumb  in  our  days  ;  France's  policy  by  delaying 
this  event,  as  long  as  it  depends  upon  her,  tends  to  make 
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this event  evolute  gradually,  unemotionally,  without  shocks, 
without  conferences,  without  partitions  ;  in  order  that  the 
Ottoman  Empire's  dismemberment  be  not  converted  into 
anyone's  enlargement;  in  order  that  instead  od  being  di- 
vided into  provinces,  it  might  be  separated  into  indepen- 
dent States,  which  would  take  their  natural  place  in  Eu- 
rope's political  equilibrium.  This  has  been  done  for  Greece. 
This  has  been  done  with  rare  dexterity  and  with  splendid 
result.  Greece  is  the  first  dismemberment  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire.  Greece  is  in  no  wise  a  province  of  the  Russian  Em- 
pire. Greece  is  in  no  wise  a  province  of  Austrian  Monarchy. 
Greece  is  in  no  wise  a  dependence  or  an  annex  to  the 
Ionian  Islands  (English  protectorate).  Greece  is  an  inde- 
pendent State  de  jure;  and  as  soon  as  the  first  moments 
have  elapsed,  Greece  will  be  an  independent  State  de  facto 
(Due  de  Broglio.  Ecrits  et  discours.  Tome  II,  p.  395-447. 
Discours  sur  le  projet  de  loi  relatif  a  la  garantie  de  Fem- 
prunt  grec,  prononce  le  18  mai  1833). 

Thus  the  dominating  thoughts,  which  led  the  European 
diplomacy  to  intervene  in  the  strugg;le  between  the  Greeks 
and  the  Ottoman  Empire  were:  the  immediate  ending  of 
the  struggle  in  order  to  avoid  further  bloodshed  and  the 
consolidation  of  peace  in  the  East  in  order  to  prevent  the 
creation  of  a  privileged  situation  to  any  European  Power 
In  Greece.  The  remedy  to  the  first  need  was  sought  in 
claiming  an  armistice  ;  the  second  in  warranting  the  terri- 
tory of  the  new  Hellenic  kingdom  against  Turkey  and  in 
giving  safe  guard  to  Turkey  that  she  would  not  be  trou- 
bled by  Greece  (annexes  N^^  16,  17)  ;  the  third  need  was 
remedied  by  the  agreement  between  Great-Britain,  France 
and  Russia  that  no  prince  from  their  respective  reigning 
families  could  occupy  the  Hellenic  Throne  (annex  N^^  17, 
25,  26,  27,  28,  29.) 
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Thus  was  engendered  the  principle  of  warrant  in  favour 
of  Greece,  primitively  formulated  as  warrant  of  the  agree- 
ments between  Greece  and  Turkey,  which  became,  by  evo- 
lution, a  warrant  exclusively  in  favour  of  the  integrity  of 
the  Hellenic  territory. 

First  the  3rd  Greek  National  Assembly  at  Epidaurus  by 
its  secret  decree  dated  April  12,  1826,  by  its  instructions  to 
the  committee  chosen  for  its  execution  and  by  the  Assem- 
bly's letter  to  the  British  Ambassador  St.  Conning  in  Cons- 
tantinople dated  April  14,  1826  (annex  N^  11  —  I,  II,  III) 
asked  for  the  mediation  of  Great-Britain  in  order  to  obtain 
a  compromise  with  Turkey  and  procure  her  warrant  for 
the  observation  of  the  treaties  by  the  two  opponent  nations. 
The  National  Assembly  in  order  to  obtain  the  compromise 
accepted  the  recognition  of  the  Ottoman  suzerainty. 

As  a  consequence  to  this  invitation  from  the  Greeks  a 
protocol  was  signed  on  April  4,  1826,  in  St.  Petersburg 
between  Great-Britain  and  Russia,  by  which  the  two  Po- 
wers engaged  themselves  to  mediate  by  the  Ottoman  Go- 
vernment in  order  to  obtain  a  compromise,  according  to 
which  Greece,  being  recognised  as  an  Ottoman  possession, 
should  enjoy  complete  autonomy.  The  two  Powers  agreed 
at  the  same  time  to  propose  to  France,  Austria  and  Russia 
to  warrant  in  common  the  Treaty  of  compromise  between 
Greece  and  Turkey,  because  Great-Britain  was  not  willing 
to  warrant  it. 

The  3rd  Greek  National  Assembly  by  the  document  ad- 
dressed to  the  Right  Honourable  St.  Canning  the  British 
Ambassador  in  Constantinople  on  February  18,  1827,  re- 
quested the  help  of  all  the  Christian  States  in  favour  of 
struggling  Greece.  France  having  also  offered  her  aid  the 
Treaty  of  July  6,  1827  was  signed  in  London,  according  to 
which  the  three  Powers  agreed  to  propose  to   Turkey   a 
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compromise  with  the  Greeks  under  the  condition  of  imme- 
diate armistice,  recognition  of  the  Ottoman  suzerainty  over 
Greece  which  would  enjoy  complete  internal  autonomy  and 
of  the  warrant  of  the  stipulations  contracted  between 
Greece  and  Turkey,  procured  by  those  among  the  signing 
Powers,  who  would  consider  it  useful  and  possible  (annex 
NO  U). 

When  the  time  came  to  recall  from  Peloponnesus  the 
French  troops  sent  there  under  general  Maison,  the  three 
Powers  in  consequence  of  the  London  Conference's  Proto- 
col signed  on  November  16,  1828  (annex  N^  15  —  I,  II,  III, 
IV)  declared  to  the  Ottoman  Government  that  provisionally 
the  territory  of  Peloponnesus  (la  Moree)  and  the  Cyclades 
islands  would  be  under  their  warrant.  Thus  the  first  form 
of  warrant  given  was  a  territorial  warrant. 

By  the  Ambassadors  of  the  three  Powers  in  Constantino- 
ple Conference's  Protocol  dated  December  12,  1828  (annex 
N^  16)  and  by  the  London  Conference's  Protocol  of  March 
22,  1829  (annex  N^  17)  the  three  Powers  extended  their  war- 
rant to  a  warrant  on  behalf  of  Greece,  that  she  would  not 
be  attacked  by  Turkey  and  to  a  warrant  on  behalt  of  Turkey 
that  she  would  not  be  attacked  by  Greece.  This  extension 
of  the  warrant  on  behalf  of  Turkey's  security  did  not  shock 
the  sovereign  rights  of  Greece,  because  Greece  according  to 
these  protocols  was  intended  to  be  formed  into  a  vassal 
State  under  the  Ottoman  suzerainty. 

But  in  the  year  1830  a  change  occurred  in  the  thoughts 
of  the  three  Powers.  By  the  London  Conference's  Protocol 
dated  February  3,  1830,  Greece  was  proclaimed  an  indepen- 
dent State,  having  the  right  to  enjoy  all  the  prerogatives 
political,  administrative  and  commercial  becoming  an  inde- 
pendent State,  and  prince-  Leopold  of  Saxe-Coburg  was 
elected  as  its  sovereign.  According  to  this  the  warrant  was 
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also  altered.  Towards  Turkey  the  warrant  was  reduced  to 
a  warrant  of  the  execution  of  the  Peace  Treaty's  conditions, 
that  would  be  contracted  between  the  Greeks  and  Turkey; 
this  warrant  was  indispensable  because  the  question  of 
amnesty,  of  the  Mussulman  inhabitant's  property  in  Greece 
and  of  the  prisonner's  exchange  had  to  be  solved  and  for 
this  the  three  Powers  were  responsible  as  mediators  for 
the  pacification  and  as  Greece's  plenipotentiaries.  Conse- 
quently such  a  warrant  necessarily  ended  at  the  moment 
w^hen  these  obligations,  which  whould  have  weighed  upon 
Greece  on  account  of  the  treaty  to  be  contracted,  would  be 
executed.  Towards  Greece  the  warant  was  reduced  to  the 
safeguard  of  her  territory's  integrity  and  her  independence 
against  a  Turkish  attack.  This  interpretation  of  the  war- 
rant was  expressly  given  at  the  request  of  Prince  Leopold 
of  Saxe-Coburg  by  the  London  Conference  through  the  Pro- 
tocol dated  February  20,  1830  and  the  British  Prime  Minis- 
ter's the  duke  of  Wellington's  letter  to  Prince  Leopold  da- 
ted February  10,  1830,  which  was  accompanied  by  a  memo- 
randum (annex  N^IS  —  I,  II;  N^  19  —  I,  II;  N^  20). 

The  warrant's  interpretation  became  still  clearer  by  the 
acts  drawn  up  at  the  time  of  Prince  Otho's  of  Bavaria  elec- 
tion as  king  of  Greece.  Answering  to  a  question  of  the  Bava- 
rian Minister  in  London,  included  in  the  annex  A  of  the 
London  Conference's  Protocol  dated  April  26,  1832,  the  three 
Powers  defined  by  the  annex  F  of  the  same  Protocol  that 
the  warrant  for  the  Greek  territory  in  its  whole  extent 
given  by  London  Conference's  Protocol  dated  February  3, 
1830,  shall  be  applied  to  the  Hellenic  territory  that  shall 
result  from  the  still  pending  negociations  in  Constanti- 
nople, concerning  the  definitive  regulation  of  the  Greco- 
Turkish  boundaries.  Such  was  the  meaning  of  the  war- 
rant given  in  favour  of  Greece  defined  by  the  treaty  in  Lon- 
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don  on  May  7,  1832  between  France,  Great-Britain,  Russia 
and  Bavaria,  concerning  the  offer  of  the  Hellenic  throne 
to  Prince  Otho  of  Bavaria  (annex  N^  22  —  V,  VI,  IX). 
But  the  initial  intention  of  the  three  Powers  of  warranting 
Turkey's  security  from  any  Greek  attack,  was  expressly 
abandoned,  a  declaration  being  addressed  to  Turkey  by  the 
London  Conference's  Protocol  dated  August  30,  1832  that 
Greece  as  an  independent  State  has  absolute  right  to  par- 
ticipate in  any  war  between  other  powers  and  Turkey  (an- 
nex N^  22  —  XII  A  and  B). 

The  question  of  the  warrant  was  renewed  during  the 
events  that  followed  king  Otho's*  dethronement.  The  Rus- 
sian Ambassador  in  London  having  on  November  1,  1862 
asked  Count  Russell,  the  British  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  if  the  warrant  in  favour  of  Greece  as  an 
independent  State  shall  be  continued,'  received  the  answer 
that  the  discussion  about  the  warrant  is  premature,  but 
that  the  British  Government  wishes  Greece  to  remain  an 
independent  State  (annex  N^  24).  The  enthronement  of 
King  George  I  being  discussed  later  on  between  the  three 
Powers  and  Denmark  and  on  this  occasion  the  offer  of  the 
Ionian  Islands  by  Great-Britain  to  Greece  having  been  ma- 
de, the  Danish  Government  asked  that  the  three  Powers 
should  warrant  not  only  the  preexisting  Greek  territories 
but  also  the  Ionian  Islands,  that  were  going  to  be  annexed 
(annex  N^  31).  Answering  to  this  request  the  three  Powers 
decided  by  the  London  Conference's  Protocol  dated  June  26, 
1863,  that  all  the  stipulations  concerning  the  warrant  of 
the  Hellenic  kingdom's  political  existence,  as  it  was  formu- 
lated in  the  treaty  of  May  7,  1832  art.  4.  are  maintained 
and  that  under  this  warrant  shall  be  included  the  Ionian 
Islands  (annex  N"  32).  Such  was  the  character  of  the  war- 
rant on  behalf  of  Greece,  defined  by  the  London  Treaty 
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dated  July  13,  1863  signed  between  France,  Great-Britain, 
Russia  and  Denmark,  as  well  as  by  the  warrant  on  behalf 
of  Greece  including  the  Ionian  Islands  by  the  London 
Treaty  between  the  three  Powers  and  Greece  signed  on 
March  17-29,  1864  (annex  No  33  and  37).  Notably,  the  last 
treaty  proves  still  more  that  the  Powers,  respecting  Greece's 
independence  and  national  sovereignty,  limited  the  war- 
rant to  the  territorial  integrity  and  had  abandoned  the 
initial  intention  of  securing  Turkey  from  any  Greek  attack, 
which  would  have  been  a  measure  lessening  Greece's  natio- 
nal sovereignty.  Effectively,  hearing  that  the  Ionian  Is- 
lands were  going  to  be  annexed  to  Greece,  Turkey  and  Aus- 
tria were  disquieted  fearing  that  these  islands  would  be- 
come starting  points  of  incursions  against  the  opposite 
Epirote  Albanian  and  Dalmatian  coasts.  But  the  British 
Government,  agreeing  in  this  with  the  other  European  Po- 
wers dit  not  try  to  hinder  Greece's  political  will  in  relation 
to  her  aims  towards  Turkey,  and  were  satisfied  by  laying 
down  as  a  condition  of  the  Ionian  Island's  concession  the 
demolition  of  the  fort  of  Corfu  and  the  neutralisation  of 
this  island  and  of  Paxi  i.  e.  they  only  imposed  a  specia} 
security  condition  of  an  exclusively  local  importance  (an- 
nex NO  37). 

4.  The  warrant  in  favour  of  Greece  is  not  extended  to 
the  working  of  the  Hellenic  form  of  Constitution. 

However,  although  the  treaties'  suipulations  and  their 
official  interpretation  are  so  clear,  the  persons  who  incited 
the  warranter  Power's  intervention  in  the  internal  func- 
tion of  the  government  and  administrative  system  of 
Greece,  endeavoured  to  extend  the  warrant's  meaning  ac- 
cording to  their  opinions,  taking  as  a  base  the  formula  of 
the  article  3  of  the  London  Treaty  dated  July  13,  1863  con- 
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cerning  the  ascension  to  the  Hellenic  Throne  of  king  George 
I  and  on  the  article  1  of  the  London  Treaty  dated  March 
17-29,  1864  concerning  the  Ionian  Island's  annexation  to 
Greece.  These  articles  declare  that  (( Greece  constitutes  a 
monarchical,  independent  and  constitutional  State  under 
the  warrant  of  the  three  Courts  »  (annex  N^^  33  and  37). 

This  argument  is  groundless  and  is  explicitly  refuted  by 
the  proved  intentions  of  the  three  Powers  towards  the  coun- 
try's internal  life. 

The  three  Powers  procuring  on  every  occasion  their  war- 
rant in  favour  of  Greece  were  obliged  to  describe  in  each 
treaty  the  Hellenic  State's  geographical  and  political  form, 
which  constitute  the  essential  external  and  international 
marks  of  a  State.  Following  their  system  they  described 
the  Hellenic  State  according  to  the  political  status  that 
was  ruling  it  at  the  moment  of  signing  each  contracted 
treaty.  Thus  by  the  London  Treaty  dated  July  6,  1827  (an- 
nex No  14)  they  undertook  to  warrant  Greece  as  a  State 
vassal  to  the  Ottoman  suzerainty  ;  by  the  London  Treaty 
dated  May  7,  1832  they  warranted  Greece  as  a  State  inde- 
pendent and  monarchical  (annex  N"  22  —  IX)  ;  by  the 
two  London  Treaties  dated  July  13,  1863  and  March  17-29, 
1864  (annex  N^  33  and  37)  they  v/arranted  Greece  as  a 
State  independent  monarchical  and  constitutional.  But  such 
change  in  the  description  of  the  country's  political  status 
on  every  occasion  cannot  serve  as  an  argument  to  justify 
such  an  extension  of  warrant  given  in  favour  of  Greece's 
territorial  integrity  and  independence,  so  as  to  be  trans- 
formed into  a  control  of  the  country's  internal  life.  The 
London  Conference's  Protocol  dated  June  26,  1863,  expressly 
states  that  the  warrant  given  in  the  two  above  mentioned 
treaties  is  a  sim^ple  repetition  of  the  warrant  formulated 
in  art.  4  of  the  Treaty  dated  May  4,  1832  (annex  N^  32).  But 
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as  the  question  is  about  a  mere  repitition  of  a  previous 
treaty's  stipulation,  the  extent  of  the  repeated  stipulations, 
cannot  be  wider  than  that  of  the  original  ones.  The  extent 
of  the  original  stipulations  of  the  Treaty  dated  May  7, 
1832  limits'  the  sense  of  the  warrant  to  the  safegarding  of 
Greece's  independence  and  intregrity.  On  the  other  hand 
the  Constitution  was  not  given  to  the  Country  by  the  Po- 
wers, nor  was  it  consecrated  for  the  first  time  in  the  year 
1863,  when  the  first  of  these  two  treaties  was  concluded. 
The  Hellenic  Constitution  was  consecrated  in  1843  after  a 
rebellion  of  the  people  and  a  decision  of  a  constituent 
assembly.  Consequently  it  was  not  possible  to  the  three 
Powers  to  warrant  in  the  year  1863  for  the  Hellenic  people 
a  form  of  government  that  it  had  acquired  as  early  as 
1843  by  its  own  power.  On  the  contrary  the  three  Powers 
intending  to  offer  the  Hellenic  throne  to  king  George  I,  in 
execution  of  the  Hellenic  people's  decision,  took  into  consi- 
deration the  decree  of  the  2nd  National  Assembly  of  the  Hel- 
lenes by  which  King  George  I  was  elected  as  constitutional 
king  of  the  Hellenes  (annex  N«  30)  and  employed  for  the 
redaction  of  the  above  mentioned  two  treaties,  the  defi- 
nitions concerning  the  State's  form  of  Government  as  for- 
mulated by  the  National  Assembly. 

Moreover  the  three  Powers  never  claimed  the  right  of 
control  in  Greece's  internal  political  life;  they  even  always 
rejected  such  an  interpretation. 

At  the  time  when,  with  the  assent  of  the  3rd  Greek  Na- 
tional Assembly  at  Epidaurus,  the  conformation  of  Greece 
into  a  vassal  State  under  the  Ottoman  suzerainty  was  de- 
cided, the  London  Conference's  Protocol  dated  April  4,  1826, 
by  the  London  Treaty  of  July  6,  1827  and  the  London  Con- 
ference's Protocol  dated  March  22,  1829  (annex  N^s  12,  14 
and  17)  recognized  to  Greece  the  complete  right  of  govern- 
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ing  herself  autonomously  by  authorities  elected  exclusively 
by  her  people,  whilst  they  reserved  to  Turkey  as  a  suze- 
rain's right  the  receipt  only  of  an  annual  tax  and  merely 
the  investiture  of  the  prince,  who  on  each  occasion  was 
called  by  hereditary  succession  to  lead  the  State. 

After  the  London  Conference's  Protocol  dated  February 
3,  1830  (annex  N"  18)  and  after  the  election  of  Prince  Leo- 
pold of  Saxe-Coburg,  the  British  Prime  Minister,  the  Duke 
of  Willington,  in  his  memorandum  to  the  elected  Prince 
assimilated  Greece  to  any  other  European  independent 
State  exercising  its  independent  activity  in  all  its  relations 
abroad  and  in  the  interior;  also  the  London  Conference, 
by  its  Protocol  dated  July  1st  1830,  declared  that  the  three 
Powers  avoided  to  prefix  the  internal  organisation  and 
laws,  because  their  consecration  belonged  to  the  Prince 
and  the  people  (annex  N^s  20  and  21  —  II). 

Prince  Leopold  of  Saxe-Coburg  not  having  accepted  the 
rule  of  Greece,  the  three  Powers  having  received  an  express 
authorisation  from  the  Hellenic  Senate  and  the  Hellenic 
Government  (annex  N^  22  —  I,  II)  applied  themselves  to 
find  another  Prince.  During  their  negociations  with  the 
Bavarian  Government,  concerning  the  acceptance  by  Prince 
Otho  of  the  Greek  throne,  not  only  did  they  always  assure 
that  they  acted  as  Greece's  mandatories  which  declaration 
they  inserted  in  the  Treaty  of  May  7,  1832,  but  they  also 
considered  as  their  duty,  to  communicate,  by  the  London 
Conference's  Protocol  dated  April  26,  1832  (annex  C),  to  the 
Hellenic  Nation  the  use,  which  they  had  made,  of  its  confi- 
dence (annex  No  22  —  II,  III,  IV,  VII,  IX).  As  the  King  of 
Bavaria  requested  that  Greece  should  express  her  opinion 
on  the  election  of  the  new  Prince,  the  three  Powers  answer- 
ed that  they  were  authorised  by  Greece  to  choose  the 
Prince;  nevertheless,  they  advised  the  Provisional  Hellenic 
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this  subject;  accordingly  two  communications  were  sent  by 
the  Senate  and  the  Provisional  Government  of  Greece  dated 
13-25  and  14-26  April  1832  to  the  King  of  Bavaria,  two  com- 
munications of  the  Administration  Commission  dated  July 
26-August  7,  1832  to  the  King  of  Bavaria  and  the  King  of 
Greece,  a  decree  of  the  4th  National  Assembly  at  Pronoia, 
dated  July  27,  1832  and  a  delegation  of  three  members  to 
submit  to  the  new  king  the  wishes  of  the  Greek  Nation 
(annex  No  22  —  V.  VI,  VII,  X).  At  last  the  three  Powers 
having  communicated  to  the  Hellenic  people  the  election  of 
king  Otho  by  their  proclamation  dated  April  18-30,  1832 
invited  the  Greek  people  to  assist  the  king  in  his  effort  to 
give  a  definitive  Constitution  to  the  Country  and  the  Minis- 
ter of  Foreign  Affairs  of  Bavaria  the  baron  Gise,  through 
his  letter  to  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  of  the 
Provisionnal  Government  of  Greece  Mr.  Sp.  Trikoupis 
assured  that  the  institution  of  the  country's  definitive  form 
of  government  according  to  the  common  consent  of  the 
warranting  Powers  was  a  work  belonging  to  the  free  col- 
laboration of  the  king  and  the  nation  (annex  N"  22  —  VIII, 
XI). 

But  when  also  the  Ottoman  Government  by  the  Constan- 
tinople Protocol  dated  July  9-21,  1832  asked  that  Greece 
should  possess  limited  military  and  naval  forces,  in  order 
to  compel  her  to  keep  neutrality  in  the  occurrence  of  Tur- 
key's being  entangled  in  a  war  with  three  Powers  and  in 
order  to  compel  her  to  expel  the  Ottoman  subjects  seeking 
refuge  on  the  Greek  territory,  the  three  Powers  by  the 
London  Conference's  Protocol  dated  August  30,  1832  defined 
that  Greece  was  recognised  by  them  and  by  Turkey  as  an 
independent  State  and  that  the  acceptance  of  such  claim 
would  constitute  a  restriction  of  her  independence  and  a 


—  -23   - 

violation  of  thier  engagements  towards  Greece  ;  especially 
the  acceptance  of  the  second  claim  would  constitute  an 
intervention  in  the  country's  internal  legislation,  which 
they  could  not  undertake. 

Thus  hy  all  their  acts  the  three  Powers  insisted  on  as- 
serting at  the  first  creation  of  the  Hellenic  kingdom  their 
absolute  abstinence  from  any  official  or  semi-official  inter- 
vention in  the  State's  functions.  The  Minister  for  Foreign 
Affairs  of  France  the  duke  de  Broglie  in  his  speech  to  the 
French  Chamber  on  May  18,  1382  declared  that  Greece  was 
recognised  as  an  independent  State ;  her  existence  war- 
ranted by  all  the  Powers;  not  endangered  from  outside  and 
no  longer  depended  on  any  foreign  Power  either  by  right 
of  suzerainty  or  by  that  of  warrant  (annex  N^  23). 
I  After  king  Otho's  enthronement  in  the  year  1862  the 
Bavarian  Ambassador  in  London  asked  for  the  aid  of  the 
British  Government  in  order  to  reinstall  the  king  or  his 
legal  succession.  Count  Russell  Secretary  to  the  British  Fo- 
reign Office  declared  on  November  1,  1862,  to  him  and  to 
the  French  and  Russian  Ambassador  that  Great-Britain 
could  not  interfere  in  the  rights  of  the  Greek  people  (an- 
nex No  24).  The  same  secretary  adressed  to  the  British 
Minister  in  Athens  instructions,  dated  November  6,  1862, 
according  to  which  the  British  government  recognise  that 
the  Greek  people  has  the  right  to  exercise  the  National 
sovereignty,  that  one  of  the  rights  appertaining  to  a  free 
nation  is  the  dynasty's  change  and  the  king's  election  and 
that  the  British  Government  does  not  wish  to  interfere  in 
the  exercise  of  the  Greek  people's  rights  or  to  influence 
them,  but  reserves  only  the  execution  of  the  constitutional 
obligation,  according  to  which  a  prince  belonging  to  the 
reigning  houses  of  France,  Great-Britain  and  Russia  can- 
not ascend  the  Hellenic  throne  (annex  N**  25).    The  same 


—  24  — 

reserve  is  formulated  on  November  15,  1862  to  the  British 
Ambassador  in  St.  Petersburg  Lord  Napier  (annex  N^  26). 
However  the  French  Government,  through  the  Minister 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Drouyn  de  Lluys,  presenting  them- 
selves as  a  w^arranter  of  Greece's  independence,  formulated 
even  against  this  reserve  contradictions,  declaring  that  the 
principles  of  the  French  public  law  do  not  allow  a  refusal  to 
be  formulated  in  an  official  document  recognizing  a 
sovereign,  who  would  have  been  elected  by  a  free  and 
spontaneous  vote  of  the  Hellenic  people,  in  contrast  to  the 
mutual  obligations  of  the  Powers  (annex  N«s  27  and  28). 

In  consequence  of  the  mutual  conventional  obligations 
of  the  three  Powers,  the  British  Prince  Alfred  being  elected 
by  plebiscite  as  king  of  Greece,  dit  not  accept  the  election. 
The  British  Government  announcing  this  refusal  to  the 
Greek  Government  through  their  extraordinary  envoy  in 
Athens  Mr.  Elliot,  considered  useful  to  advise  Greece  to 
elect  a  purely  constitutional  king  and  indicated  as  such 
the  duke  of  Coburg.  But  in  order  that  the  advice  might 
be  circumscribed  within  advising  limits  and  not  be  con- 
sidered as  touching  the  Greek  nation's  sovereign  rights, 
the  British  extraordinary  envoy  added :  « Her  Majesty 
hopes  that  this  advice,  which  I  submit,  will  not  be  consi- 
dered by  the  Hellenic  nation  differently,  save  but  as  a 
proof  of  how  much  She  appreciates  the  confidence  which 
this  nation  showed  to  the  reigning  house  of  England;  and 
and  as  it  is  impossible  to  Her  son.  Prince  Alfred  to  accept 
the  Hellenic  crown.  Her  Majesty  thinks  that  she  offers  as 
reward  a  sign  of  confidence  by  presenting  to  the  conside- 
ration of  the  Hellenes  the  name  of  a  prince,  etc.  »  (an- 
nex N08  29). 

King  George  I  was  elected  by  the  National  Assembly  of 
Hellenes  (annex  N^  30)  and  if  the  three  Powers  contracted 
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with  Denmark  through  the  London  Treaty  of  July  13,  1863, 
this  occured  because  the  Danish  government  considering 
the  protestations  formulated  (on  the  subject  of  king  Otho's 
dethronement)  by  the  Bavarian  Government,  maintaining 
that  the  three  Powders  had  warranted  to  the  Bavarian  dy- 
nasty the  throne,  claimed  that  the  three  Powers  ought  to 
recognize  that  the  Bavarian  dynasty  was  abolished  and  that 
according  to  their  wish  king  George  I  accepts  the  Hellenic 
throne;  also  because  the  same  government  endeavoured  to 
combine  with  the  acceptance  by  king  George  I  of  the 
Hellenic  throne  the  annexation  of  the  Ionian  Islands 
to  Greece,  and  the  extension  over  them  of  the  warrant 
in  favour  of  Greece's  independence.  However  in  the 
Treaty  of  July  13,  1863  it  was  expressly  stated  that 
King  George  I  accepts  the  Hellenic  throne  offered  to  him 
by  the  National  Assembly  of  the  Hellenes  alone  (annex  N^^ 
31-33).  When  the  British  Government  by  their  extraordi- 
nary envoy  in  Athens  Mr.  Elliot  communicated  on  Decem- 
ber 25,  1862,  to  the  Greek  government  their  intention  of 
consenting  to  the  annexation  of  the  Ionian  Islands  to 
Greece  they  expressed  again  their  thought  on  the  election 
of  a  convenient  Prince  formulating  as  an  advice  and  as  a 
hope'  that  such  an  election  would  contribute  to  improve 
Greece's  happiness  (annex  N^  34). 

After  such  continuous  abstinence  of  three  Powers  from 
any  interference  in  the  internal  political  life  of  Greece, 
how  can  it  be  possible  to  accept  that  by  the  two  Treaties 
of  July  13,  1863  and  March  17-29,  1864,  suddenly  and  with- 
out any  exchange  of  diplomatic  documents  rendering  evi- 
dent the  change  of  their  intentions  did  the  Powers-  alter  their 
warrant  in  favour  of  Greece's  independence  into  a  control 
of  the  country's  internal  political  life?  How  can  it  be  possi- 
ble to  admit  that  such  an  alteration  occurred  while  the 


three  Powers,  proposing  the  Ionian  Island's  annexation 
to  Greece,  proved  by  this  act  that  they  thought  Greece 
had  improved  her  governmental  and  administrative  system 
and  was  capable  of  administrating  also  another  territory 
annexed  to  her  ?  Ho\v  can  it  be  possible  to  admit  that  the 
British  Government  who  perfomed  towards  the  Ionian  Is- 
lands an  act  manifesting  all  the  liberal  and  noble  spirit 
of  the  British  Nation,  was  capable  of  giving  back  on  one 
side  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  Ionian  Islands  the  absolute 
and  free  exercise  of  national  sovereignty  in  order  that  they 
might  decree  their  union  with  the  Hellenic  kingdom  and 
on  the  other  to  place  them  under  a  regime  of  the  Hellenic 
kingdom  that,  if  we  accept  the  principle  of  control  on  the 
side  of  the  warranter  Powers,  would  have  worked  in  a 
way  less  independent  than  the  regime  of  the  Ionian  Is- 
lands ? 

5.  The  warrant  has  expired  on  account  of  the  evolution 
of  the  international  situation. 

Whatever  may  be  the  meaning  of  the  warrant  given  in 
favour  of  Greece  by  the  three  Powers,  the  events  that 
occurred  in  Europe  after  the  Treaty  of  March  17-29,  1864, 
have  extinguished  it.  Greece  asked  for  and  received  a  War- 
rant of  her  independence  and  her  territory's  integrity  as 
a  small  and  weak  State,  that  needed  a  long  peace  and 
security  in  order  to  be  able  to  organize  itself  and  promote 
its  prosperty.  But  the  Hellenic  State,  which  at  the  begin- 
ning was  weak  and  needing  protection  from  its  strong 
friends,  was  strengthened  in  1881  by  the  annexation  of 
Thessaly  and  Arta,  that  were  not  invested  by  the  three 
Powers  warrant.  But  the  lands  without  warrant  that  to 
day  constitute  part  of  the  Hellenic  kingdom  have  an  exten- 
sion  and  a  population  larger  than  its  warranted  parts. 


—  il- 
ls it  possible  to  admit  that  the  one  part  of  the  kingdom, 
—  that  without  asking  the  authorisation  from  its  warran- 
ters endangered  thrice:  in  1897,  1912  and  1913  its  security 
(twice  making  war  with  Turkey,  against  whom  the  three 
Powers  had  given  the  independence  and  territorial  inte- 
grity's warant  —  still  lies  under  their  warrant  ?  And  can 
a  State  that  liberated  through  its  own  foreign  policy  and 
its  military  and  naval  forces,  populations  equal  in  number 
to  its  own,  still  lie  under  a  warrant  showing  a  political 
minority  ?  Is  there  any  possibility  to  admit  that  a  war- 
rant given  by  the  three  Powers  in  order  to  secure  in  1832 
the  pacification  between  Greece  and  Turkey  is  still  existing 
now,  after  Greece  having  made  war  with  Turkey  in  1912 
has  as  victor  concluded  without  the  interference  or  assis- 
tance of  her  warranters  a  treaty  with  her  (the  Treaty  of 
Athens  dated  November  1-14,  1913)? 

Besides  by  her  political  evolution  Greece,  since  the  year 
1864,  entered  into  the  circle  of  the  general  European  law. 
The  fact  that  only  the  three  Powers,  France,  Great-Britain 
and  Russia  procured  their  warrant  to  Greece  resulted  from 
the  fact  that  Austria  and  Prussia  were  not  willing  to  offer 
such  a  warrant.  But  the  St.  Petersburg  Protocol  dated 
April  4,  1826  (annex  N^  12)  provided  for  the  invitation  of 
these  Powers  to  warrant  together  with  other  ones.  But 
after  1864  the  formation  of  the  German  Empire  and  of  the 
the  kingdom  of  Italy  created  the  system  of  the  six  Great 
Powers  as  superintendents  of  the  political  Status  in  Eu- 
rope, and  later  on  in  Asia  and  Africa.  The  Berlin  Confe- 
rence in  the  year  1878  settled  the  Balkan  affairs  and 
Greece  having  appeared  before  it  obtained  by  the  Berlin 
Treaty's  13th  Protocol  the  annexation  of  Thessaly  and  Epi- 
rus,  effectuated  later  on  by  the  Constantinople  Treaty  of 
May  12-14,  1881  concluded  between  the  six  Great  Powers 


—  28  — 

and  Turkey  limiting  the  conceded  territory  in  Epirus  to 
the  circumference  of  Arta.  By  this  treaty  the  Greek  ques- 
tions stepped  out  of  the  former  circle  of  the  three  war- 
ranting Powers  and  entered  that  of  the  general  European 
law.  In  the  year  1885  a  rupture  of  the  relations  between 
Greece  and  Turkey  being  threatened,  all  the  Great 
Powers  interfered  in  order  to  prevent  war,  and  by  a 
blockade  the  five  Powers  —  France  abstained  from  this 
coercitive  measure  —  coerced  Greece  to  disarm.  In  the  year 
1896  a  new  quarrel  between  Greece  and  Turkey  on  account 
of  the  Cretan  question  and  the  six  Great  Powers  inter- 
vened blockading  with  their  navies  the  isle  of  Grete  in 
order  to  avert  the  rupture.  When  the  Greco-Turkish  war 
broke  out  and  Greece  was  vanquished,  the  Great  Powers 
offered,  through  their  notification  to  the  Hellenic  Govern- 
ment dated  April  29-May  12,  1897,  their  mediation,  which 
Greece  accepted  on  the  same  day,  and  as  mandatories  of 
the  Hellenic  Government  they  negociated  and  signed  the 
Preliminary  Treaty  of  Peace  with  Turkey  in  Constantino- 
ple in  September  6-18,  1897.  By  the  article  2nd  of  this 
Treaty  Greece  was  obliged  to  accept  the  function  of  an 
international  control  on  her  public  debt  and  on  the  coun- 
try's revenue  affected  to  its  service.  The  institution  of 
such  a  control  limiting  the  national  sovereignty  to  a  cer- 
tain part  of  the  country's  financial  administration  against 
the  Hellenic  Constitution,  confirms  that  France,  Great-Bri- 
tain and  Russia  did  not  consider  themselves  as  warranters 
of  the  Hellenic  Constitution,  otherwise  in  this  circumstance 
they  would  dissuade  the  other  Powers  from  violating  it. 

During  also  the  Balkan  wars  the  Great  Powers  attended 
together  to  all  the  questions  that  arose  and  according  to 
the  London  Treaty  of  May  17-30,  1913  (confirmed  in  regard 
to  the  Greece-Turkish  affairs  by  the  Treaty  of  November 


1-14,  1913,  signed  in  Athens)  were  entrusted  together  with 
the  arbitration  on  the  questions  of  Northern  Epirus,  the 
islands  of  the  Aegean  Sea  and  of  the  Mount  Athos;  this 
arbitration  was  accomplished  by  the  Xireat  Powers  Ambas- 
sadors' Conference  in  London.  After  such  a  series  of  inter- 
national acts  it  is  impossible  to  admit  that  the  warranting 
quality,  in  any  form,  of  the  three  Powers  in  favour  of 
Greece  still  subsists,  and  especially  that  a  w^arrant  over  the 
country's  internal  political  life,  based  on  international 
treaties,  exists. 

6.  The  warrant  does  not  exist  not  even  in  virtue  of  the 
Hellenic  people's  legal  will. 

But  such  a  warrant  limiting  the  internationally  recog- 
nised independence  of  the  Hellenic  kingdom  has  not  been 
acknowledged  by  the  legal  and  clearly  expressed  will  of 
the  Hellenic  people.  The  limitations  of  the  national  sove- 
reignty can  only  originate  freely  from  itself  i.  e.  from  the 
sovereign  authority  of  the  people.  The  Greek  people's  sove- 
reign authority  in  such  a  circumstance  is  manifested  only 
through  a  Constituent  Assembly.  The  Hellenic  people  once 
only,  and  this  before  the  Constitution  and  organisation  of 
the  Hellenic  kingdom  concerned  themselves  with  Powers' 
warrant.  The  3rd  National  Assembly  of  the  Hellenes  at 
Epidourus  (by  its  decree  dated  April  12,  1826,  with  the 
instruction  concerning  its  execution  (annex  N^  11  —  I  and 
II)  consented  that  the  commission  elected  by  the  Assem- 
bly might  ask  with  insistance  Great-Britain  to  become 
warranter  of  the  treaties'  observance  by  the  struggling 
parties  i.  e.  admitted  that  Great-Britain  might  warrant 
the  agreements,  which  would  be  effectuated  by  her  mediation 
between  Greece  and  Turkey,  in  view  to  restore  peace  at 
that  time.  No  other  act  of  any  National  Assembly  occur- 
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red  since  manifesting,  not  a  decision  but  not  even  the 
thought  of  limiting  the  national  sovereignty.  Nor  was  it 
ever  possible  for  a  people,  that  never  asked  for  aid  from 
foreign  powers  as  long  as  their  existence  was  in  danger, 
but  only  condescended  to  ask  from  them  to  mediate  for 
restoring  peace  and  to  warrant  the  results  of  this  media- 
tion, to  limit  by  free  will  its  national  sovereignty,  at  the 
moment  when,  having  constituted  itself  into  an  organised 
State,  it  advanced  in  the  progress  and  in  the  fulfilment  of 
its  national  programme.  The  only  circumstance  when  the 
question  of  the  Powers'  warrant  in  favour  of  the  Greek 
Constitutional  rule  was  raised  is  the  one  that  provoked 
the  present  intervention  of  the  three  Powers.  But  this 
intervention  was  not  provoked  by  the  Hellenic  people  but 
only  by  the  liberal  party,  under  Mr.  Venizelos'  lead.  This 
leader  provoked  it  not  by  an  act  emanating  from  a  repre- 
sentative body,  elected  by  the  Hellenic  people,  summoned 
to  decide  on  this  point,  but  by  declarations  and  acts  of 
the  government  formed  by  the  liberal  party  that  to-day  is 
in  power  in  Greece.  Mr.  Venizelos  by  his  activity  as  leader 
of  the  opposition  since  1916  encouraged  the  three  Powers 
to  intervene  in  the  working  of  the  Greek  forna  of  govern- 
ment and  when  the  ultimatum  dated  June  8-l2,  1916  (an- 
nex N<^  2)  was  delivered,  approved  through  his  official 
organ  the  Herald  (Kiryx)  the  right  of  intervention  of  the 
Powers.  Mr.  Venizelos  becoming  Greece's  Prime  Minister 
after  the  intervention  of  the  three  Powers,  recognized  their 
right  to  exercise  a  control  on  the  Greek  form  of  rule  by 
his  declaration  in  the  speech  addressed  to  the  Athenian 
people  (R.  Recouly.  —  Mr.  Jonnart  en  Grece,  p.  188)  and  by 
the  introductional  exposition  preceding  the  Royal  Decree 
by  which  the  dissolved  Chamber  of  May  31,  1915  was  recal- 
led to  life  (annex  N^  10).  But  the  acts  of  a  government  do 
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not  bind  the  Greek  people  on  a  subject  concerning  the 
national  sovereignty,  as  long  as  the  people  has  not  given 
beforehand  such  a  mandate  to  the  government,  assembling 
themselves  into  elective  colleges  possessing  the  right  to 
procure  such  a  mandate.  Such  are  alone  the  elective  col- 
lege for  a  Constituent  Assembly. 

7.  The  warrant  on  the  Hellenic  Constitution  was  imposed 
by  force. 

According  to  the  above  Exposition  the  Power's  w^arrant 
on  the  Hellenic  form  of  rule  v^as  enacted  on  the  Hellenic 
kingdom  not  as  a  right  granted  by  the  treaties  or  by  the 
free  will  of  the  Hellenic  people,  but  as  a  claim  imposed  by 
force.  The  notification  of  June  8-12,  1916  was  delivered 
as  an  ultimatum  with  threats  of  violent  imposition.  The 
notifications  of  December  1-14  and  18-31  (annex  N^s  3  and  4) 
were  delivered  during  an  exceedingly  severe  blockade  of 
the  Greek  coasts.  The  notification  of  June,  1917  with  the 
accompanying  aide-memoire  were  delivered  by  Mr.  Jonnart 
to  the  Greek  Prime  Minister  Mr.  Zaimis  on  the  admiral 
flagship  of  the  fleet  that  had  anchored  off  Piranus  in  order 
to  impose  the  Powers'  will  (annex  N^^s  5  and  6).  Mr.  Jon- 
nart's  document  addressed  to  Mr.  Al.  Zaimis  concerning 
the  recal  of  the  Chamber  elected  on  May  31,  1915  (annex 
No  9)  was  delivered  under  the  state  of  the  imposed  vio- 
lence. The  list  of  Ministers  for  the  Venizelos  government 
was  handed  on  June  13-26,  1917  to  king  Alexander  by  Mr. 
R.  David,  Secretary  to  Mr.  Jonnart,  and  the  swearing  of 
the  Venizelos  government  took  place  under  the  state  of 
Athens'  occupation  by  forces  of  the  French  army.  (R.  R6- 
couly,  Mr.  Jonnart  en  Grece,  p.  182  et  184). 

But  such  an  imposition  on  the  will  of  a  free  people  is 
not  in  harmony  with  the   spirit  leading  the   new  world. 
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The  democratic  Russian  government  hastened  by  this 
communique  dated  June  9,  1917  (annex  N^  7)  to  shake  off 
spontaneousily  the  responsibilities  of  the  acts  enacted  by 
Mr.  Jonnart  as  her  representative  and  disapproved  them. 
Towards  Russia  the  Allied  Powers  used,  after  the  decision 
of  the  Allies-  Conference  dated  January  22,  1918,  measures 
of  reconciliation  and  good  understanding,  based  on  the 
principle  of  non-intervention  in  the  home  affairs  of  free 
peoples.  The  Allied  Powers'  effort  to  consolidate  liberty, 
peace  and  justice  in  the  world,  which  will  be  reached  by 
the  institution  of  the  League  of  Nations  is  based  on  the 
principle  of  securing  the  possessed  liberties  of  the  peo- 
ples and  of  preparing  the  non-mature  peoples  to  obtain 
and  exercise  their  complete  liberty.  Specially  the  article 
10th  of  the  first  plan  for  a  treaty  of  the  League  of  Nations 
imposes  upon  the  contracting  past,  to  respect  and  secure 
from  any  attack  the  territorial  integrity  and  the  indepen- 
dence of  the  States  belonging  to  the  League.  But  how  will 
the  Hellenic  Kingdom  undertake  the  obligation  to  protect 
as  a  member  of  the  League  of  Nations  the  independence  of 
other  members  as  long  as  it  is  ruled  by  a  political  status 
resulting  from  the  limitation  of  its  own  independence? 
And  how  could  the  Powers,  constituting  the  League  of 
Nations  pass  by  in  silence  the  political  regime  in  which 
the  Hellenic  kingdom  is  now  involved  ? 

Therefore  it  is  necessary  for  the  Hellenic  kingdom  to  be 
reinstalled  into  its  real  international  substance. 

B.  The  violation  perpetrated  against  the  Hellenic  Cons- 
titution. 

8.  By  the  diplomatic  Notes  of  the  Powers  mentioned  at 
the  beginning  of  the  present  report,  a  political  status  quo 
was  created  in  Greece  which  stands  outside  the  acknow- 
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ledged  principles  of  the  Constitutional  law  and  of  its  dis- 
positions. 

Violations  of  the  Constitutional  law  have  been  commit- 
ted affecting  the  working  of  the  excutive  and  the  judicial 
powers. 

Such  are  the  violations  imposed  by  the  diplomatic  No- 
tes of  the  8-21  June,  1-14  December  and  18-31  December,  1916 
(appendix  N^s  2,  3  and  4). 

1)  The  demobilization  of  the  Greek  army. 

2)  The  substitution  of  the  police  officials  by  others  work- 
ing in  concert  with  the  Powers. 

3)  The  transport  of  the  army  and  the  war  material  to 
the  Peloponnesus. 

4)  The  institution  of  the  military  commission  of  control 
to  superintend  the  said  transjoort. 

5)  The  prohibition  of  the  working  of  the  reservists'  asso- 
ciations north  of  the  isthmus  of  Peloponnesus. 

6)  The  prohibition  to  the  citizens  to  carry  arms. 

7)  The  establishment  and  the  restoration  of  the  control 
on  the  railways,  seaports,  post-offices,  telegraphs  and  tele- 
phones and  the  censure  on  the  correspondence. 

8)  The  establishment  of  a  mixed  committee  to  judge 
the  claims  for  indemnity  of  the  citizens  who  siuffered 
during  the  events  of  the  18  and  19  November  (1  and  2  De- 
cember 1916)  . 

The  measures  1  to  7  constitue  an  evident  abolition  of  the 
country's  governmental  and  administrative  automony  ;  the 
8th  measure  constitutes  an  abolition  of  the  clause  28th  of 
the  Constitutional  law,  which  consecrates  the  independence 
of  the  country's  judicial  power  and  institutes  in  Greece 
the  system  of  capitulations. 

The  constitutional  principles  of  the  State's  construction 
have   also    been   violated.    The   violation   imposed   by   the 
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notes  of  the  8-21  June  1916  and  of  the  11th  June  1917  toge- 
ther with  its  complement  as  also  by  the  letter  of  Mr.  Jon- 
nart  of  the  13-26  June  1917  (appendix  N^s  2,  5,  6  and  9)  are 
the  following: 

1)  Substitution  of  the  parliamentary  Government  by  a 
service  Government. 

2)  Dissolution  of  the  Parliament  of  the  6th  December 
1915. 

3)  Abdication  of  the  king  of  the  Hellenes. 

4)  Nomination  of  the  successor  of  the  king  other  than 
the  legitimate  heir  to  the  throne. 

5)  The  recall  to  life  of  the  dissolved  Parliament  of  the 
31  May  (13  June)  1915. 

9.  Substitution  of  the  Parliamentary  Government  by  a 
service  cabinet. 

The  political  Government  under  the  presidency  of  Mr. 
Steph.  Scouloudis  which  enjoyed  the  confidence  of  Parlia- 
ment and  in  consequence  enjoyed  all  the  king's  confidence 
displeased  the  Governments  of  the  three  Powers.  It  is  not 
the  first  occasion,  nor  will  it  be  the  last  that  government 
or  Ministers  of  States  becoming  disagreeable  to  foreign  Sta- 
tes are  obliged  to  resign  in  order  to  avoid  important  da- 
mage or  substantial  dangers  to  their  Country, 

In  every  such  case  the  necessity  of  the  Government's  reti- 
rement is  hinted  to  with  all  diplomatic  tact  used  in  such 
cases  in  order  that  the  retirement  might  take  place  quite 
spontaneously  and  without  occasioning  the  least  suspicion 
that  the  foundation  of  the  State's  executive  power  and 
consequently  its  independence  is  affected  :  But  the  impo- 
sure  of  compulsory  resignation  to  a  government  through 
an  ultimatum  is  an  event  abolishing  the  independence  of 
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the  country  and  violating  article  21st  of  the  Constitutional 
law  (appendix  N"  1)  which  constitutes  the  foundation  of 
the  country's  internal  autonomy  laid  down  by  the  consti- 
tuent authority  of  the  Nation. 

But  whilst  such  is  the  meaning  of  the  imposure  of  the 
Gover:i,ment"s  retirement  the  definition  of  the  way  of  its 
succession  by  a  service  Cabinet,  in  view  of  an  honest  ap- 
plication of  the  neutrality  policy  and  in  view  of  a  sincere 
verification  of  the  national  will,  has  a  still  greater  meaning, 
because  it  withdrew  from  the  succeeding  government  the 
only  basis,  of  governmental  responsability,  which,  in  par- 
liamentary Constitution,  is  given  by  the  political  origin 
of  the  Governments.  Thus  by  the  enforcement  of  the  Po- 
wers' ultimatum,  a  provisional  and  service  Government 
was  imposed  upon  the  country  which  received  the  mandate 
to  carry  out  with  sincerity  the  policy  of  neutrality.  As 
this  government  was  mandator  of  the  Powers  who  placed 
their  signature  to  the  ultlmatory  Note,  these  Powers  fatally 
placed  the  foreign  policy  of  the  country  under  their  control 
and  accepting  the  policy  of  neutrality  which  the  retired 
Government  had  prescribed,  defined  it.  In  the  event  of 
a  case  arising,  permitting  or  imposing  to  the  country  a 
change  of  policy,  the  service  Cabinet,  being  bound  by  the 
mandate  which  It  had  received  and  deprived  of  a  respon- 
sible polictical  substance  was  powerless  to  undertake  the 
appropriate  initiative.  The  gravest  fact  is  that  the  other 
mandate  which  the  service  Cabinet  received  1.  e.  to  proceed 
to  elections,  was  nullified  by  a  verbal  claim  formulated  in 
August  1916,  to  this  effect,  to  the  Prime  Minister  Mr.  Al. 
Zaimis  by  the  French  Minister  In  Athens, "  in  agreement 
v/ith  the  Ministers  of  the  other  Powers,  the  result  being 
that  Greece  continued  to  be  governed  by  a  transitory  Go- 
vernment, against  the  laws  of  the  Constitution  and  with- 
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out  a  Parliament,  until  the  return  to  life  of  the  Parliament 
of  the  31th  May  1915  i.  e.  for  one  year  and  two  months. 

10)  Dissolution  of  the  Parliament  of  6th  December  1915. 

The  forcible  imposure  of  the  Parliament's  dissolution 
creates  another  case  of  the  abolition  of  the  Hellenic  king- 
dom's independence  and  violates  article  21st  of  the  Cons- 
titution (appendix  N^  1)  because  the  working  of  the  legis- 
lative power  was  made  to  depend  not  on  the  Nation,  from 
which  alone  it  must  originate  but  on  foreign  Powers.  This 
measure  was  based  on  arguments  whose  nature  proved 
that  matters  in  Greece  had  been  inexactly  reported  to  the 
Powers. 

They  claimed  that  the  Parliament  of  Dec.  6th  1915  should 
be  dissolved  because  it  had  been  unconstitutionally  formed. 
The  accusation  of  unconstitutionality  against  the  Parlia- 
ment was  based  on  the  following  reasons. 

1)  Because  it  was  convoked  after  an  unconstitutional 
dissolution  of  the  Parliament  of  May  31,  1915  from  which 
resulted  the  fact  that  the  Greek  Parliament  was  dissolved 
twice  within  a  period  shorter  than  a  year,  which  is 
against  the  spirit  of  the  Greek  constitutional  law  and 
against  the  very  foundation  of  the  Greek  Parliamentary 
status  quo  (ap.  N<>s  2  and  9).  The  text  however  of  the 
Greek  Constitutional  law  puts  no  restriction  either  on  the 
right  of  he  Parliament's  dissolution  (art.  37  ap.  N^  1)  nor 
about  he  delays  for  the  exercise  of  this  prerogative. 

To  say  that  the  dissolution  of  Parliament  twice  within 
a  period  shorter  than  a  year  violates  the  Constitutional 
law  does  not  refer  to  a  violation  of  an  explicit  and  clear 
clause  of  that  law.  But  the  accusation  of  violation  of  the 
Constitutional  law's  spirit  is  extremely  dangerous.  The 
spirit  of  every  Constitution  is  gathered  by  its  interpretation 
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and  its  uniform  application  in  the  country  in  a  certain 
way. 

The  interpretation  only,  either  based  on  scientific  theo- 
ries or  on  the  application  in  other  countries,  can  serve  as 
a  guide  for  the  appropriate  application  of  the  Constitu- 
tional clauses  or  for  the  definition  of  new  clauses  com- 
pleting gaps.  It  can  also  form  a  basis  for  political  attacks 
on  account  of  misconception  and  bad  application  of  the 
Constitutional  law.  Therefore  the  Greek  law  on  Ministers' 
responsability  expressly  imputes  to  them  as  punishable 
act  only  the  violation  of  a  constitutional  clause,  that  is 
to  say,  only  of  the  text  of  the  Constitution.  On  the  other 
hand  the  customary  application  of  a  constitutional  clause 
must  be  uniform  and  oft  repeated  in  order  that  one  should 
conceive  through  this  the  spirit  of  the  Constitutional  law. 
With  regard  to  the  prerogative  of  the  dissolution  of  Par- 
liament one  and  only  one  former  application  existed  in 
Greece  and  this  contrary  to  the  arguments  brought  for- 
ward by  the  Powers. 

In  the  year  1910  a  revisional  Parliament  was  convoked 
for  the  revision  of  the  Constitutional  law,  and  Mr.  Veni- 
zelos  as  Prime  Minister,  although  he  received  from  the 
Parliament  a  vote  of  confidence,  and  there  was  no  diffe- 
rence of  opinion  on  any  question  between  Parliament  and 
Government,  dissolved  the  Parliament,  within  40  days  of 
its  formation.  Thus  the  events  conclude  with  the  accep- 
tance of  that  spirit  of  the  constitutional  law  which  can 
not  be  reconciled  with  the  accusations  brought  forth 
against  the  dissolution  of  the  Parliament  of  May  21st  (13 
June  1915. 

B)  Because  the  Parliament  was  dissolved  twice  against 
the  clearly  expressed  will  of  the  Greek  people.  The  pre- 
valent democratic  opinion  for  the  use  of  the  prerogative 
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of  the  Parliament's  dissolution,  is  that  the  prerogative  is 
used  when  the  Parliaments  are  no  in  unison  with  public 
opinion.  The  presumption  of  such  a  disaccord  can  be  either 
the  excitement  of  public  opinion  or  the  decrease  of  the 
numerical  result  of  the  Parliamentary  majority.  The  libe- 
ral party  at  the  election  of  1912  acquired  on  182  seats,  146, 
against  36  of  the  opposition.  At  the  elections  of  May  31, 
1915  after  two  victorious  Balkanic  wars  and  an  enlar- 
gement of  Greece  to  twice  its  former  size,  the  liberal  party 
obtained  on  314  seats  of  the  new^  Parliament  185  seats 
against  129  of  the  opposition.  Such  a  result  of  the  voting 
does  not  constitute  a  clear  indication  of  the  will  of  the 
electors,  but  on  the  contrary  proves  an  important  change 
in  their  estimation  of  this  party's  policy,  which  ia  since 
1910  the  only  well  constructed  and  organized  party  in 
Greece  anST  confronts  an  opposition  divided  in  several  sec- 
tions. But  this  numerical  power  was  diminished  by  the 
events  which  caused  the  dissolution  of  Parliament,  because 
after  successive  votings  20  of  the  liberals  went  over  to  the 
opposition,  in  such  a  manner  that  the  numerical  power  of 
the  majority  was  restricted  to  165  seats  against  149  of  the 
opposition.  Such  a  superiority  of  16  votes  on  the  question 
of  the  joining  of  Greece  in  the  war  cannot  certainly  be 
considered  as  sure  manifestation  of  the  electors'  opinion 
and  cannot  substantiate  an  accusation  that  the  dissolu- 
tion of  a  Parliament  thus  proportioned,  which  dissolution 
was  effect e  in  view  of  obtaining  a  cleaner  expression  of 
the  country's  opinion,  w^as  unconstitutional. 

C)  Because  the  electors  were  called  to  the  ballot  in  full 
mobilization  and  the  elected  Parliament  represented  a 
small  part  only,  of  the  elector's  totality.  When  a  country 
finds  herself  in  the  position  in  which  Greece  was  in  1915 
she  cannot  choose  her  way  of  action.  France  and  England 
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found  themselves  in  a  similar  position  in  the  middle  of 
war.  The  term  of  both  Parliaments  came  to  an  end  and 
to  avoid  elections  during  mobilization  the  term  of  parlia- 
mentary life  w^s  extended.  But  this  was  done  in  order 
not  to  cause  difficulties  for  the  carrying  on  of  the  war. 
And  it  was  well  done  because  the  prolongation  of  the 
Parliaments'  term  is  against  the  prerogative  of  the  people, 
but  when  the  country  is  in  danger  (( Salus  Reipublicae 
suprema  lex  esto....  »  Greece  however  was  not  herself  at 
war,  but  was  being  thrust  towards  war.  Anyone,  however, 
who  accepts  the  real  democratic  principles  that  war  can- 
not be  decided  by  Kings  and  Government  but  by  the  peo- 
ple, cannot  possibly  accuse  the  responsible  Greek  Govern- 
ment of  October  1915,  because  finding  themselves  before 
a  weak  majority  of  16  votes,  a  majority  pushing  the 
country  towards  war  and  in  face  of  the  disadvantage  that 
the  electors'  colleges  would  be  formed  numerically  weaker 
on  account  of  tlie  mobilization,  preferred  to  place  the  ques 
tion  before  the  electors  and  suggested  to  the  King  the 
dissolution  of  Parliament.  Besides,  what  would  have  been 
the  numerical  decrease  of  the  electors'  colleges  ?  Of  900,000 
Greek  electors  300,000  were  mobilized,  consequently  the 
power  of  the  elector  would  decrease  to  66  %  of  the  actual 
power.  II  however  45  per  cent  only  of  the  electors  voted 
at  the  elections  of  December  6th  1915  this  was  owing,  first 
tot  the  organized  abstention  of  the  liberal  party  from  the 
electionneering  struggle,  on  the  other  hand  to  the  indiffe- 
rence of  part  of  the  electors  on  account  of  the  no  exis- 
tence of  political  opposition  after  this  abstention,  in  conse- 
quence of  which  in  many  districts  it  was  noticeable  that 
the  candidates  were  equal  in  number  to  the  seats.  But 
under  such  conditions  can  one  say  that  the  present  House 
of  Commons  in  England  does  not  represent  the  opinion  of 
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the  British  people,  a  House  of  Commons  elected  by  half 
of  the  British  electors  on  account  of  the  difficulties  arising 
from  the  mobilization?  And  can  the  members  of  the  Bri- 
tish Parliament  be  considered  as  not  representing  the 
opinion  of  th&  British  people  because  they  have  been  nomi- 
nated without  election  as  no  opponent  candidate  was  forth- 
coming to  dispute  their  seat  ?  On  the  ground  of  such  accu- 
sations the  dissolution  of  the  Parliament  of  31st  May,  1915 
and  the  convocation  of  the  Parliament  of  December  6th, 
1915  were  proclaimed  unconstitutional,  and  the  King  of 
Greece  was  dethroned  on  the  basis  of  charges  which  as 
regards  the  violations  of  the  Constitutional  rule  and  in 
their  real  substance  were  due  to  a  Greek  political  party's 
suggestions,  which  induced  the  good  faith  of  the  Govern- 
ments of  the  three  Powers  into  error. 

11)  Depart  of  the  King  of  the  Hellenic. 

The  compulsory  depart  of  the  King  of  the  Hellenes 
for  having  violated  the  Constitutional  law  for  having 
endeavoured  to  dispose  by  his  own  will  of  the  people's 
destinies  (appendix  N^  9)  whilst  fundamentally  offending 
the  country's  national  sovereignty  which  alone  has  the 
right  to  enthrone  and  to  dethrone  the  King  (appendix  N® 
25)  violated  at  the  same  time  the  fundemental  clause  of 
article  29  of  the  Constitutional  law,  according  to  which 
the  person  of  the  King  is  irresponsible  and  the  Ministers 
bear  the  responsability  (appendix  N^  29).  This  clause  cer- 
tainly never  saved  any  King  from  a  violent  revolutionary 
dethronement.  But  a  revolution  is  a  negation  or  a  suspen- 
sion of  the  Constitutional  law  in  force.  The  King  of  Greece 
however  was  not  dethroned  by  a  revolution,  but  the  Po- 
wers exercising  a  control  over  the  application  of  the  Cons- 
titutional law  even  though  they  had  not  the  right  to  do 
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so.  We  are  justified  to  submit  the  thought  that  those  Po- 
wers exercising  a  right  of  control,  whether  having  the 
right  or  not,  and  assuring  that  the  Constitutional  law  was 
violated,  have  the  obligation  to  employ  corrective  measu- 
res allowed  by  the  Constitutional  law  rule  and  cannot 
use  measures  necessarily  causing  further  and  more  serious 
violations.  The  Powers  claiming  that  they  exercise  a  right 
of  control,  over  the  Greek  Constitutional  rule  cannot  be 
assimilated  with  a  revolutionary  authority  shattering  a 
status  quo  but  on  the  contrary  they  constitute  an  autho- 
rity administering  justice  in  application  of  those  rules. 
Under  this  quality  it  was  not  right  for  them  to  overlook 
a  fundamentally  constitutional  clause  which  places  out- 
side their  jurisdiction  the  irresponsible  and  inviolable  per- 
son of  the  King.  Besides  this  we  are  justified  in  indicating 
that  the  action  of  the  Powers  was  inconsequent,  which 
evidently  occurred  because  the  deputed  High  Commissio- 
ner to  Greece  Mr.  Jonnart  hurried  into  action,  before 
obtaining  personal  information  on  many  facts  and  became 
a  victim  of  party  suggestions.  The  accusation  that  the  Cons- 
titutional law  had  been  violated  was  twice  formulated 
by  the  Powers,  in  the  Note  of  the  8-21  June,  1916  (appendix 
NO  2)  and  in  the  ultimatum  of  Mr.  Jonnart,  June  11,  1917 
(appendix  N<*  5). 

The  Note  of  8-21  June,  1916  defines  the  violations.  The 
ultimatum  of  11  June  1917  vaguely  states  <(  Le  roi  ayant 
manifestement  viole,  de  sa  propre  initiative  la  Constitu- 
tion )).  Are  we  not  jusified  to  ask  which  is  this  manifest 
violation  of  the  Constitutional  law  ?  Is  it  the  same  as  the 
one  contained  in  the  Note  of  the  8-21  June  1916?  As  far 
as  one  can  conclude  by  comparing  the  ultimatum  of  Mr. 
Jonnart  of  June  11-1917  with  his  letter  to  Mr.  Zaimis  of 
June   10-23,   1917   (appendix  N^^  9)   the   question   is   always 
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about  the  same  accusation  for  the  dissolution  of  the  I'ar- 
liament  of  the  31  May  1915.  But  for  this  accusation  the 
correction  had  taken  place  through  the  diplomatic  note  of 
June  Sfif^  1916  by  which  the  raising  of  what  had  been  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Powers  unconstitutionally  performed  was 
accomplished  ;  were  they  therefore  justified  after  this  to  still 
hold  the  King  responsible  on  the  same  accusation  ?  But  Mr. 
Jonnart  assures  (appendix  No  9)  that  the  demand  of  the  Po- 
wers for  the  dissolution  of  the  Parliament  of  December  6, 
1915  as  unconstitutionally  elected  was  not  satisfied.  Unfor- 
tunately Mr.  Jonnart,  in  his  haste  ommited  to  ask  Mr.  Alexan- 
dre Zaimis,  Prime  Minister  of  Greece  —  mandated  to  execute 
the  Note  of  the  8-21  June,  1916  that  is  to  say  to  demobilize 
Greece  and  carry  out  elections  after  the  demobilization  — 
in  order  to  learn  who  frustrated  the  elections.  He  would 
then  have  learnt  that  the  Royal  decree  for  the  dissolution 
of  Parliament  had  been  signed  and  dated  August  20th  1910 
and  that  its  promulgation  had  been  prevented  by  the 
French  Minister  Mr.  Guillemin  acting  in  concert  with  the 
Minister  of  the  other  Allied  Powers.  But  in  this  case  how 
is  it  possible  to  accuse  the  King  of  Greece  as  having  mani- 
festly violated  the  Constitution  and  as  not  having  satisfied 
the  demand  of  the  Povvers  to  raise  what  had  been  uncons- 
titutionally performed  ?  After  the  frustration  however  of 
the  dissolution  of  the  Parliament  an  absolutely  abnormal 
state  of  things  as  regards  the  constitutional  rule  was  creat- 
ed in  Greece.  The  Powers  did  not  allow  the  condemned  Par- 
liament to  continue  its  work,  whilst  at  the  same  time  they 
frustrated  the  dissolution  and  in  consequence  of  the  Note 
of  8-21  June,  1916  they  did  not  allow  the  formation  of  a 
political  Government  formed  by  Mr.  Calogeropoulos,  but 
they  imposed  the  formation  of  a  service  Cabinet.  Such 
governments  however  work  only  with  the  confidence  of  the 
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Crown  which  becomes  the  only  factor  of  the  Country's 
political  powers.  Can  the  Crown  be  held  responsible  as 
disposing  of  his  own  free  w^ill  of  the  peoples'  fortunes 
w^hen  such  a  working  of  the  political  powers  was  imposed 
on  the  Crown  ? 

12)    Nomination    of    the    King's    successor    other    than    the 
leijitiniate  heir  to  the  Throne. 

According  to  the  article  45  of  the  Constitutional  lav/ 
(appendix  N"  1)  the  Greek  crown  is  hereditary  and  is 
transmitted  to  the  descendants  of  King  George  by  primo- 
geniture. The  Note  of  Mr.  Jonnart  of  June  11,  1917  and 
its  complement  (aide-memoire)  violated  this  article  because 
these  documents  imposed  on  the  King  of  Greece  to  nomi- 
nate a  successor  amongst  his  heirs  in  accord  with  the  Po- 
wers and  it  was  communicated  to  him  that  the  Powers 
would'  not  recognise  Prince  George  the  legitimate  heir  to 
the  throne.  But  the  King  has  no  right  to  nominate  his 
successor,  ihe  successor  is  designated  by  ihe  line  of  des- 
cent. The  King  only  has  the  right  to  appoint  a  successor 
if  he  has  no  heir,  and  in  this  case  according  to  the  article 
46  of  the  Constitutional  law  the  Parliament  must  give  its 
consent,  by  the  two  thirds  of  the  whole  of  its  votes  (appen- 
dix art.  N«  1).  Tliiy  lortunateley  was  not  the  case,  as  the 
Royal  House  of  Greece  is  prolific.  It  was  a  case  however  of 
an  alteration  of  the  succession  in  Greece,  an  alteration 
without  the  consent  of  the  Hellenic  people,  and  perpetrated 
through  the  person  of  King  Constantine,  who,  being  forced 
to  depart  and  deprived  in  consequence  of  the  necessary 
authority  for  the  execution  of  His  Royal  duties,  was  thus 
obliged  to  commit  as  his  last  Royal  act  a  violation  of  the 
Constitution  of  His  Country. 
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13)  Revival  of  the  dissolved  Parliament  of  May  Sist  i915. 

Mr.  Jonnard  in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Zaimis  of  the  10-23  June, 
1917  (appendix  N<*  9)  demanded  the  revival  of  the  dissol- 
ved Parliament  of  the  31st  May  1915.  Mr.  Zaimis  not  wish- 
ing to  give  his  consent  to  such  an  act,  resigned  at  once. 
The  Government  of  Mr.  Venizelos  coming  to  power  pro- 
ceeded to  the  revocation  of  the  Royal  decree  by  which  this 
Parliament  had  been  dissolved  and  convoked  the  former 
Parliament  to  its  second  ordinary  session.  This  act  has 
produced  an  abnormal  state  of  things.  The  elections  of  the 
6th  December  1915  and  the  Parliament  then  elected  were 
proclaimed  invalid  through  an  act  of  the  executive  power, 
yet  the  laws  voted  by  the  invalidated  Parliament  are 
applied  by  the  same  executive  power  without  any  legis- 
lative ratification.  On  this  question  we  are  obliged  to  pro- 
ceed to  certain  remarks. 

A  Parliament  which  is  not  considered  to  represent  suffi- 
ciently the  elector's  colleges  is  dissolved  in  order  to  give 
them  opportunity  to  be  adequately  and  sufficiently  repre- 
sented. It  is  not  however  possible  that,  the  Parliament 
should  be  declared  invalid  by  the  executive  power  because 
in  this  way  this  power  becomes  a  censor  of  the  Parliament, 
whereas  according  to  the  parliamentary  regime  the  execu- 
tive power  is  under  the  control  of  Parliament.  The  elector's 
colleges  are  the  censors  of  Parliament  and  the  exercise  of  a 
control  by  the  executive  power  creates  an  usurpation  of  the 
people's  rights.  The  decree  of  the  Parliaments'  dissolution  is 
not  an  act  of  the  executive  power  which  is  revocable.  But 
even  the  revocable  acts  of  the  executive  power  cannot  be  re- 
voked and  still  more  when  rights  have  been  created  by  them 
to  third  persons.  The  decree  of  the  dissolution  of  Parliament 
is  an  especially  constitutional  act,  it  is  a  question  and  an 
appeal  to  the  elector's  colleges  in  view  of  an  exercise  of  the 
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peoples'  right.  From  the  moment  of  the  appeal  begins  the 
exercise  of  the  people's  rights  which  the  executive  autho- 
rity cannot  suspend  by  recalling  the  decree  without  vio- 
lating those  rights.  A  Parliament  represents  the  opinion 
of  the  elector's  colleges  at  the  time  it  is  elected.  It  is 
not  possible  to  consider  as  certain  that  it  represents  this 
after  a  lapse  of  time  even  if  it  continues  its  constitutional 
term,  which  is  a  definition  of  time  of  an  artificial  nature. 
How  can  it  possibly  be  considered  that  the  Parliament  of 
the  31st,  May  1915  revided  in  August  1917  represents  the 
opinion  of  the  elector's  colleges  whilst  in  the  meantime 
there  intervened  the  sitting  of  another  Parliament  and  so 
many  grave  events  had  happened  in  the  country  ?  The 
Parliament  of  the  31st  May  1915,  was  revided  by  an  act 
of  the  executive  power.  But  it  cannot  exercise  over  this 
power  a  controlling  authority  whilst  drawing  from  it  its 
existence.  The  Greek  people  saw  grave  matters  unfolding 
amongst  which  first  and  foremost  were  the  dethronement 
of  the  King,  the  change  in  the  succession  to  the  throne, 
the  participation  of  Greece  in  the  war,  yet  it  was  not  per- 
mitted to  hold  an  opinion  on  these  questions.  The  people 
v^dth  their  great  patriotism,  in  order  to  further  the  success 
of  the  war,  kept  silence  on  all  those  grave  questions.  But 
every  discussion  on  all  these  matters  which  depend  on  the 
exclusive  jurisdiction  of  the  people's  sovereignty  is  charac- 
terized by  the  party  in  power  as  disrespectful  to  the  status 
quo  and  serves  as  an  inroduction  to  the  Court  Martial. 

In  this  manner  the  Greek  kingdom  is  going  through  a 
period  of  internal  political  life  during  which  the  Constitu- 
tional law  has  suffered  total  alterations,  in  all  the  clauses 
which  define  the  fondamental  formation  of  the  powers,  and 
the  parliamentary  form  of  rule  of  the  country  gives  way 
to  a  real  dictatorship  of  the  executive  power  covered  under 
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the  veil  of  confidence  in  a  Parliament  which  drawing  its 
existence  and  authority  from  the  act  of  the  excutive  power 
is  its  docile  instrument  and  executor  of  its  commands. 

C)    The  predominant  state   of  things   in   Greece. 

14)  The  condition  produced  in  Greece  by  these  events  on 
general  lines  are  as  follows  : 

The  High  Commissioner  of  the  Powers  Mr.  Jonnard  in 
his  complement  (aide-memoire)  of  his  Note  of  June  11th 
and  in  his  proclamation  to  the  Greek  people  June  14th 
promised  a  general  amnesty,  a  general  reconciliation,  a 
guarantee  of  the  personal  liberty  of  the  citizens  and  a 
security  against  reprisals  (appendix  6  and  8).  He  promised 
also  a  yearly  allowance  of  500,000  fr.  during  His  life  to 
King  Constantine  which  the  King  in  his  care  and  fore- 
thought that  he  should  recognize  in  no  way  the  dependence 
of  Greece  on  foreign  Po\\ers,  asked  to  receive  from  Greece. 
This  is  how  these  promises  were  execute  by  the  Greek 
Government: 

1)  The  annual  allowance  was  never  given  to  the  King 
Constantine  and  this  purposely,  so  that  he  should  find  him- 
self in  pecuniary  difficulties.  His  Son  King  Alexander  can- 
not assist  his  Father  without  the  consent  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

2)  The  general  amnesty  was  only  granted  to  the  parti- 
sans of  the  Provisional  Government  in  Salonica  who  had 
proclaimed  themselves  rebels  against  the  legitimate  autho- 
rities of  the  kingdom.  To  the  rest  of  the  citizens  such  was 
the  amnesty  granted  that  hardly  any  action  was  amnes- 
tied. Many  of  the  citizens  whose  actions  were  classed  in 
the  category  of  the  very  few  amnestied  were  arrested  and 
kept  for  a  lengthy  time  in  the  prisons  until^he  courts  pro- 
nounced that  these  actions  were  amnestied.  In  conseauence 
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of  this  violation  many  of  the  citizens  who  v.ere  protected 
under  Mr.  Jonnard's  promise  were  arrested  and  imprisoned 
Amongst  these  some  were  condemned  to  imprisonements 
of  a  most  unusual  great  number  of  years,  others  are  still 
kept  in  prison,  without  yet  having  been  brought  before  the 
Courts  of  Justice  although  nearly  two  years  have  elapsed 
since  their  arrest.  The  members  of  the  two  Governments 
under  the  pre^idences  of  Mr.  St.  Scouloudis  and  Mr.  Sp. 
Lambros  are  included  amongst  those  prosecuted. 

3)  A  special  law^  decreed  thai  every  action  which  took 
place  in  Greece  before  the  installation  of  Mr.  Venizelos  is 
subjected  to  the  competency  of  the  Court  Martial.  But  these 
actions  having  taken  place  at  a  time  when  the  state  of 
siege  was  not  proclaimed  were  subjected  to  the  competence 
of  the  ordinary  penal  Courts  and  the  Constitution  in  art.  8 
(appendix  N«'  1)  decrees  that  no  one  can  be  unwillingly 
deprived  of  the  judge  whom  the  law  has  appointed  to 
him.  And  yet  in  spite  of  this  clause  all  citizens  incrimi- 
nated in  such  actions  were  subjected  to  the  Court  Martials 
and  to  the  oppressive  proceedings  emanating  from  a  state 
of  siege  and  were  debarred  from  their  legitimate  judges  and 
from  the  guarantees  of  liberty  given  to  them  by  the  ordi- 
nary penal  Courts. 

4)  The  offence  of  «  hostility  (malevolence)  to  status  quo  » 
was  created  by  a  special  law  N^'  755.  —  To  this  off6nse  are 
classed  besides  other  cases  also  the  cases  of  those  who  pu- 
blicly or  privately,  either  in  print  or  in  any  other  way 
communicate  news  which  can  inspire  anxiety  to  the  citi- 
zens or  lend  to  decrease  the  confideiice  of  the  citizens  in 
the  authorities.  For  these  offenses  imprisonment  before  jud- 
ment  was  permitted ;  further  more  forcible  deportation 
after  the  penality's  term  or  even  without  judgement  on  a 
mere  susnicion  of  culDabilitv  wns  allowed    The  police  and 
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the  king's  procurator  decide  the  deportation.  This  law  will 
stand  in  force  during  the  mobilization  and  after  its  ter- 
mination till  a  royal  decree  shall  order  its  abolition.  Based 
on  this  law  the  police  and  the  military  authorities  ob- 
tained the  right  to  arrest  and  imprison  every  citizen  who 
was  heard  to  pronounce  the  name  of  the  King  Constantine 
or  who  kept  in  his  house  this  king's  picture.  They  proceeded 
to  searches  in  private  houses  in  order  to  find  such  pictures 
and  to  persecutions  of  their  owners.  Based  on  this  same 
law  the  police  proceeded  to  the  deportation  of  a  large 
number  of  citizens  and  military  and  naval  officers,  so  that 
the  Islands  Greta,  Scopelos,  Skyros,  Thera,  los,  Amorgos, 
Naxos,  Aegina,  Hydra,  Spetses,  Ikaria,  Zante,  etc...  became 
since  the  autum  1917  and  during  all  1918  abodes  of  a  large 
number  of  citizens  and  officers  exiled  far  away  from  their 
houses  and  families  and  their  work  on  the  simple  accusation 
of  any  spy  or  extortioner.  Some  citizens  and  officers  are 
still  in  exile.  The  deportation  took  the  form  of  political 
revenge  and  professional  jealousy  ;  lawyers,  doctors  and 
chemists  in  the  provinces  were  deported,  accused  falsely  by 
their  rivals  for  professional  reasons. 

Deportations  took  place  without  previous  examination 
and  also  without  warning  to  most  of  these  persons,  giving 
them  not  time  to  get  re^dy.  In  Athens  the  members  of  the 
police  arrested  political  persons,  former  Ministers,  officers 
and  other  distinguished  citizens,  former  judges  and  civil 
servants,  some  in  their  houses,  some  in  the  street,  and  they 
took  them  to  ships  in  the  port  of  Piraeus  or  to  the  cells 
of  the  police  until  ships  could  be  found  and  they  were 
transported  to  the  islands  without  their  being  given  even 
the  24  hours'  delay  to  arrange  their  affairs,  which  the 
Turks  used  to  give  to  the  deported  Armenians. 

5)  The  irremovability  of  the  judges  which  is  guaranteed 
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by  the  Constitution  (appendix  N^  1)  as  the  basis  of  justice 
and  individual  liberty  was  overthrown  by  a  Royal  decree 
promulged  under  the  condition  of  its  approval  by  the  cons- 
tituent assembly  which  will  be  convoked  in  the  future. 
Unfortunately  Mr.  Jonnart  was  influenced,  and  instead  of 
helping  king  Alexander  to  refuse  to  sign  an  unconstitu- 
tional decree,  on  the  contrary,  advised  him  to  ratify  such 
an  act.  )R.  Decouly,  Mr.  Jonnart  en  Grece,  p.  194)  After 
this  measure,  masses  of  judges  were  dismissed  so  that  their 
posts  should  be  filled  by  promoted  and  appointed  followers 
of  the  Government.  Thus  justice,  which  having  obtained 
irremovability  since  the  institution  of  the  Constitutional 
law  and  self  government  since  1909  worked  impartially 
and  regularly,  has  now  become  merely  a  party  instrument. 
Such  is  the  failure  of  the  corps  of  judges  that  the  govern- 
ment has  been  unable  for  nearly  two  years  to  find  a  pre- 
sident of  the  Areopagus  and  a  King's  procurator  for  the 
same,  to  replace  those  dismissed. 

As  for  the  justice  of  the  Court  Martial,  it  is  worked  in 
such  a  way  that  the  witnesses  for  the  defence  run  the  risk 
of  their  own  arrest  during  the  audience  and  of  being 
brought  before  the  Court  themselves,  should  they  depose 
things  which  displease  the  King's  Deputy,  which  happened 
to  the  former  member  of  Areopagus  Mr.  Mitsopoulos,  to 
the  retired  Lieutenant  General  Pallis  and  to  the  journalist 
Mr.  Lachanokardis.  It  is  noticeable  that  the  present  pre- 
sident and  also  the  King's  Deputy  of  the  Athens  Court  Mar- 
tial having  become  specialists  for  issuing  death  sentences 
are  often  sent  out  of  their  jusrisdiction  so  as  to  participate 
in  ther  Court  Martial  before  which  are  brought  forward 
cases  involving  the  death  sentence. 

6)  The  army  and  the  navy  as  well  as  the  civil  service 
suffered  total  alteration  and  from  instruments  of  national 
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service  were  turned  into  party  instruments.  A  great  num- 
ber of  officers  and  civil  servants  were  deprived  of  their 
rank  and  posts.  Such  retired  officers  are  not  allowed  to 
wear  their  uniform,  they  are  exiled  and  are  pensioned 
lower  than  they  are  justified  in  being  according  to  the 
existing  laws.  Thus  were  condemned  to  dishonor  and  to 
poverty  honest  heads  of  families,  amongst  whom  a  great 
number  of  distinguished  soldiers  of  the  two  Balkan  wars. 
These  measures  were  taken  only  in  order  to  facilitate  the 
promotion  of  the  officers,  followers  of  Mr.  Venizelos,  and  for 
the  appointment  of  his  friends  to  public  posts  and  not 
because  of  the  resistance  to  the  status  quo  on  the  part  of 
the  officers.  We  bring  as  proof  what  is  written  by  Mr. 
Recouly  (Mr.  Jonnart  en  Grece,  p.  198)  assuring  that  the 
voice  of  patriotism  and  the  care  for  the  national  interest 
imposed  silence  on  the  officers  as  to  their  personal  feelings. 

7)  The  ecclesiastical  hierarchy  also  suffered  persecution. 
Half  of  the  Greek  Bishops  are  codemned  to  deposition  from 
their  episcopal  sees  and  to  confinement  by  an  ecclesiastical 
Court  of  Justice  which  was  named  by  a  special  law  with 
a  majority  formed  by  bishops,  friends  of  the  Government 
and  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Oecumenical  Patriarchate 
and  taking  part  in  the  Court  of  Justice  without  the  per- 
mission of  the  Oecumenical  Patriarch.  Thus  was  violated 
the  constitutional  guarantee  of  the  independent  Church  of 
the  kingdom  of  Greece. 

8)  The  persecution  was  extremely  heavy  against  political 
persons.  Five  members  of  Parliament  for  Lacedemonia  were 
condemned  to  jail  from  8  to  10  years  for  having,  on  the 
day  of  the  forcible  dethronement  of  King  Constantine  headed 
in  the  capitals  of  their  department  demonstrations  for 
protest  during  which  the  masses  created  some  insignificient 
disorders.    The  act  was  characterized  as  treason  against 
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the  status  quo  although  the  status  quo  that  day,  was  still 
the  dethroned  king's  and  their  act  was  in  fact  a  protest 
against  the  abolition  of  the  legitimate  statu  quo  of  the 
country.  Besides  these,  fifty  one  members  of  the  Parlia- 
ment of  December  1915  of  which  the  19  are  members  also 
of  the  present  Parliament,  were  exiled  to  the  islands  as 
described  above  or  were  penally  condemned.  At  the  open- 
ing of  the  Parliament  the  member  for  Corfu  Mr.  Socolis 
attempting  at  the  first  sitting  to  submit  a  protest  against 
the  constitutionality  of  the  Parliament,  was  prevented 
from  speaking  by  the  President  of  the  Chamber  and  was 
taken  down  from  the  tribune  by  the  officer  Gyparis  who 
was  the  bodyguard  of  Mr.  Venizelos.  The  officer,  thus  of- 
fending the  inviolability  of  the  Parliamentary  tribune,  was 
punished  by  a  confinement  of  15  days.  A  censorship  has 
been  imposed  on  the  proces-verbaux  of  Parliament.  The 
speeches  of  the  deputies  cannot  be  published  without  the 
permission  of  the  President  of  the  House  but  the  fact  is 
that  the  clerks  of  the  censorship  in  the  Chamber  have  this 
mission.  The  deputy  Cavalierato  tried  to  protest  against 
this  measure  but  was  obliged  to  descend  from  the  tribune 
after  an  attack  from  the  deputies  of  the  majority.  The 
deputy  Mr.  Boussios  dared  to  say  that  he  does  reco- 
gnize the  new  political  status  quo  as  it  is  unconstitutional. 
The  officer  Gyparis  the  bodyguard  of  Mr.  Venizelos,  fell 
upon  him,  pistol  in  hand,  brought  him  down  from  the  tri- 
bune and  he  was  again  punished  by  a  confinement  of  15 
days.   Mr.  Boussios  has  since  been  exiled. 

9)  The  liberty  of  the  press  has  been  abolished.  Very  few 
news-papers  of  the  opposition  are  issued.  The  editors  of 
the  opposition  papers  «  Chronos  »  «  Skrip  »  «  Nea  Imera  » 
are  kept  in  the  prisons  as  convicts.  A  new  and  important 
paper  «  Frouros  »  two  months  ago  attempted  to  be  issued 
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but  after  a  few  days  its  editor  was  arrested,  flogged  and 
thrown  into  prison  and  the  paper  ceased  to  appear.  It  is 
not  the  first  case  of  persons  imprisoned  on  political  char- 
ges suffering  degrading  illtreatment  and  being  flogged.  The 
semi-official  government  news-papers  continue  to  threaten 
their  political  opponents  that  they  will  be  massacred  (ap- 
pendix N«  38.  Leading  article  of  the  (( Eleftheros  Tipos  »  of 
April  2-15,  1919). 

10)  The  public  security  has  been  handed  over  to  the  gen- 
darmerie from  which  have  been  rejected  all  the  former  offi- 
cers and  non  commissioned  officers,  substituted  by  Cretan 
officers  non  commissioned  officers  and  gendarmes  compo- 
sing in  this  way  the  4/5  of  the  gendarmerie  from  the  party 
of  Mr.  Venizelos  in  Greta.  Thus  instead  of  being  a  corps  of 
security  to  the  citizens  the  gendarmerie  has  been  turned 
into  a  corps  of  oppression.  To  this  has  been  added  a  new 
established  corps  of  security  residing  in  Athens.  Captain 
Gyparis  of  whose  character  you  can  obtain  information 
from  the  United  State's  Legation  in  Athens  has  been  ap- 
pointed commander  of  the  Corps. 

11)  During  all  this  time  the  Government  has  endeavoured  to 
prove  to  the  Greek  people  and  to  the  whole  of  Europe  that 
King  Constantino  was  a  traitor  to  the  Greek  interests  and 
pro-German. 

The  way  of  carrying  out  this  polemic  is  illiberal  and 
injust.  The  Greek  people,  on  account  of  the  censorship  and 
persecution  cannot  obtain  information  as  to  the  answers 
given  by  King  Constantine  to  these  accusations,  if  he  con- 
descends to  answer  these  publicy.  For  the  same  reason 
Europe  and  the  Greek  people  cannot  know  the  answer 
that  would  be  given  if  the  freedom  of  public  opinion  was 
permitted  by  those  who  were  in  power  at  the  periods  about 
which  accusations  are  brought  forward.    The  persecution 
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against  the  name  of  King  Constantine  has  reached  to  such 
a  point  that  the  professors  in  the  schools  when  teaching 
modern  Greek  history  find  themselves  obliged  to  pass  over 
the  history  of  the  Balkan  wars  so  as  to  avoid  mentioning 
before  the  scholars,  the  name  of  the  soldier  King,  whose 
personality  predominates  over  the  two  most  glorious  years 
of  the  history  of  the  Greek  kingdom.  But  this  conduct  is 
injurious  to  the  interests  of  the  Nation. 

The  Greek  people  will  never  believe  that  the  soldier 
King,  who  outlined  with  his  sword  the  frontiers  of  New 
Greece  could  possibly  betray  the  interests  of  his  Country 
in  favour  of  foreign  Powers.  Foreign  people  can  be  easily 
drawn  into  misconceptions  when,  to  the  public  accusations 
of  the  one  party,  the  rival  party  is  prevented  from  oppo- 
sing an  answer. 

As  long  as  through  these  misconceptions,  thus  arises 
between  the  feelings  of  the  peoples  —  with  whom  the  Greek 
people  cooperate  —  an  opposition  to  the  feelings  of  the 
Greek  people  —  difficulties  are  produced  which  it  would 
have  been  right  for  the  responsible  Greek  government, 
which  started  this  work  to  try  to  avoid. 

D)  Conclusion. 

Thus  the  condition  in  Greece  can  be  summed  up  as 
follows  : 

The  independence  of  the  Country  was  made  internatio- 
nally doubtful,  even  if  this  was  for  a  definite  circums- 
tance. 

The  constitutional  and  parliamentary  regime  has  been 
violated  and  with  this  the  freedom  of  the  people.  Instead 
of  the  reconciliation  aimed  at  by  the  Powers  a  radical 
dissension  has  been  created  and  the  passions  are  only 
silent  on  account  of  the  exercised  oppression  whilst  at  the 
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same  time  they  are  strengthened  by  it.  This  state  demands 
a  prompt  cure.  The  Greek  people  since  the  year  1909  until 
to  day  has  to  cope  with  very  difficult  circumistances.  The 
military  revolt  of  1909  with  its  consequences,  the  two  Bal- 
kan wars  —  and  the  events  of  the  European  war  —  fa- 
tally brought  a  moral  and  material  fatigue  to  the  Country. 
It  is  necessary  Greece  should  enter  into  the  new  epoch 
which  will  be  opend  to  the  world  by  peace  with  her  moral 
and  physical  forces  united  and  prosperus. 

Now,  that  there  is  a  question  that  the  country  will  be 
enlarged  in  territory  and  population,  it  is  necessary  that 
the  internal  freedom  and  order  should  be  re-established 
and  that  Greece  should  be  internationally  recognized  inde- 
pendent as  she  really  is.  In  this  manner  only  can  Greece 
confront  with  authority  the  new  populations  which  the 
justice  of  the  Allied  Conference  will  add  to  the  Country 
and  to  become  to  these  a  factor  of  peace  and  liberty,  of 
order  and  good  government.  For  this  reason  the  restora- 
tion of  the  affairs  of  the  country,  both  from  an  interna- 
tional and  constitutional  point  of  wiew,  must  be  achieved 
without  shocks. 

The  only  way  to  solve  these  difficulties  is  the  convo- 
cation of  the  National  Assembly.  Competent  alone  to  regu- 
late the  points  raised  is  the  vote  of  the  Greek  people.  The 
present  Government  cannot  in  our  opinion  carry  through 
the  question  of  the  international  substance  of  the  country, 
because  its  members,  as  a  political  party  caused  the  inter- 
vention of  the  Powers  and  when  in  power  accepted  this 
as  lawfully  done  and  relied  on  it. 

This  Government  cannot  also  carry  through  impartial 
elections  for  the  National  Assembly  or  restore  the  liberty 
of  the  people  and  help  the  reconciliation  of  the  citizens. 
History  teaches  that  those  governing  under  the  dominion 
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of  force  and  persecution  have  never  been  able  to  enter 
at  once  into  the  region  of  liberty  and  to  cast  away  from 
their  hearts  and  understandings  their  natural  inclination 
to  arbitrary  acts.  And  in  fact  the  Governmental  system 
now  in  Greece  forms  quite  a  party  pyramid  on  the  top  of 
which  stands  the  Cabinet,  below  it,  conjointly  with  it,  work 
the  administration  of  the  Church,  the  administration  of  the 
army  and  navy,  the  judicial  authorities,  the  civil  service 
and  the  service  of  security;  all  these  public  services  which 
formerly  always  belonged  to  the  nation  now  belong  to  the 
political  establishment  of  the  party,  which  is  in  power  and 
works  in  a  mutual  and  narrow  brotherhood.  The  elections 
will  prove  whether  the  above  mentioned  organization  re- 
presents the  majority  of  the  Greek  people  and  legally  im- 
poses its  will  on  the  country,  or  whether  it  forms  an  or- 
ganized oligarchy  which  has  profited  from  the  natural  war- 
wants  of  the  allies  in  order  to  impose  its  will  on  the 
country  for  home  politics,  whilst  there  never  was  a  diffe- 
rent conception  of  the  right  direction  of  Greece's  foreign 
policy  by  the  Greek  people  and  their  representatives.  But 
when  we  place  the  question  so,  no  one  can  guarantee  that, 
even  if  the  Government  is  proved  to  be  absolutely  bona 
fide,  the  public  servants  of  all  the  branches  on  whom  de- 
pends the  local  security  for  the  freedom  and  the  order  of 
elections,  will  obey  the  orders  of  the  Government  blindly 
and  in  perfect  discipline. 

The  present  Government  also  has  no  right  to  define  only 
through  its  own  will  the  organization  for  the  elections  for 
the  National  Assembly  i.  e.  the  number  of  members  who 
will  compose  it  and  the  number,  the  extent  and  the  orga- 
nization of  the  elector's  colleges.  A  one  sided  recourse  to 
the  National  Assembly  is  a  revolutionary  act,  but  when 
revolutions  act  partially  they  provoke  counter-revolutions. 


Greece  does  not  require  to-day  fresh  revolutions  but  on  the 
contrary  avoidance  and  prevention  of  such,  and  the  only 
way  to  obtain  this  is  that  National  Assembly  should  take 
the  character  of  a  high  impartial  judge  over  the  state  of 
things  created  in  the  country  and  not  the  character  of  an 
avenger. 

But  in  order  that  this  should  be  realized  it  is  indispen- 
sable that  the  recourse  to  a  National  Assembly,  its  compo- 
sition and  the  organization  of  the  elector's  colleges  for  this 
purpose,  should  be  decided  in  unison  and  with  a  mutual 
understanding  and  accord  of  the  opposing  political  parties. 
In  such  a  manner  we  shall  have  a  National  Assembly 
really  representing  the  will  of  the  Greek  people,  exercising 
the  national  sovereignty,  and  which  having  the  people's 
mandate  will  execute  the  highest  duty  to  the  country  con- 
firming the  real  independence  of  the  Greek  kingdom, 
reinstating  the  constitutional  and  political  regime  of  the 
country,  imposing  reconciliation  and  the  silencing  of  pas- 
sions, and  reestablishing  through  a  thorough  search  ana 
a  public  discussion  and  confirmation  the  truth  of  the  inten- 
tion and  the  actions  of  the  Greek  people  and  those  govern- 
ing the  country  during  the  period  of  the  universal  war. 

17)  We  consider  necessary  therefore  :  1)  The  immediate 
proclamation  of  a  general  amnesty  and  the  immediate 
abolition  of  the  martial  law  as  also  its  complement  laws 
and  specially  of  the  aforesaid  law  No755.  2)  The  formation 
of  a  mixed  commission  composed  of  representatives  of  the 
various  political  parties  of  the  country  of  whom  the  one 
half  will  be  elected  by  the  government  and  the  other  half 
by  all  members  of  the  opposition,  collected  and  assembled 
at  a  special  conference.  The  commission  will  have  the  mis- 
sion to  fix  the  convocation  of  the  National  Assembly,  its 
composition  and  to  organize  the  extent  of  the  elector's  col- 
lege. 
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It  would  be  desirable  that  the  work  of  this  committee 
should  be  followed  by  representatives  of  the  Allied  Confe- 
rence asked  by  both  sides  to  solve  the  differences  as  arbi- 
trators. At  the  Conference  of  the  Allies  on  January  22nd, 
1919,  the  Allies  offered  at  your  suggestion  a  fairly  similar 
mediation  to  reestablish  the  internal  state  in  Russia. 

3)  The  entrusting  of  the  carrying  out  of  the  elections 
for  the  National  Assembly  to  a  service  Cabinet. 


We  have  the  honour,  M.  President,  to  submit  to 
you  these  suggestions  with  the  request,  should  you 
accept  the  mediation  and  approve  our  views,  you  would 
consent  to  become  an  interpreter  of  the  same  to  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  allied  Great  Powers  at  the  Conference  and 
succeed  that  there  friendly  mediation  for  the  regulation 
things  in  Greece  should  be  decided  in  common. 

We  hope  that  it  will  not  appear  strange  that  whilst  we 
are  contrary  to  the  intervention  of  the  three  Powers  which 
has  taken  place  yet  we  ask  for  the  mediation  of  the  Allies. 
We  are  opposed  to  the  intervention  of  the  three  Powers 
because  this  took  place  on  the  basis  of  a  claimed  right. 
We  ask  for  a  friendly  mediation  for  the  sake  of  peace  in 
our  Country  and  to  protect  the  Greek  people  from  disorder 
and  bloodshed  to  which  very  probably  they  are  being  drawn 
by  the  passions  developed,  and  from  which  disorder  and 
bloodshed  they  will  very  slowly  recover  if  the  political 
and  social  cohesion  receives  a  check  under  such  condi- 
tions. 

We  hope  and  trust  that  the  suggestion  submitted  in 
this  memorandum  will  not  be  misunderstood  by  Greece's 
Great  friends  nor  will  they  be  considered  as  a  censorship 
of   the   acts   performed   towards    Greece.    We    submit   the 
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rights  of  our  Country  to  their  calm  consideration  at  a  mo- 
ment when  the  clash  of  arms  has  passed.  We  fully  reco- 
gnize the  greatness  of  the  rights  and  interests  of  the  Great 
Nations  of  th€  world  which  are  placed  in  danger  by  the 
terminated  war.  We  recognize  that  at  the  time  when  the 
Great  Allied  Powers  were  fighting  for  the  existence  and 
the  wellfare  which  historical  and  glorious  struggles  and 
peaceful  endeavours  of  centuries  assured  them,  they  did 
not  dispose  of  the  necessary  time  to  examine  minutely  if 
the  state  of  things  in  Greece  was  interpreted  to  them  rightly 
or  if  misunderstandings  were  created,  which  brought  disa- 
tisfactions  where  a  hearty  friendship  was  to  be  desired. 

The  adoption  by  a  powerful  political  party  of  the  princi- 
ple of  the  intervention  of  the  Powers  in  the  working  of 
the  Constitutional  powers  of  Greece  took  away  from  the 
Great  Powers  the  selection  of  ways,  as  long  as  it  was  a 
question  of  their  military  security  in  the  East.  From  the 
moment  however  when  the  Greek  kingdom  fought  by  the 
side  of  the  great  allied  Powers  in  a  common  struggle,  of 
which  the  term  marked  the  recognition  of  the  rights  of 
nations  and  the  security  of  the  freedom  and  integrity  of 
small  states,  the  Greek  people  has  a  title  uninfluenced  by 
any  misunderstanding  on  the  part  of  their  great  friends 
without  complaining  of  actions  in  the  past  to  demand  the 
prevention  of  their  consequences  in  the  future. 

Entering  into  a  new  period  of  peace,  the  Greek  people 
do  not  desire  any  thing  better  than  to  continue  to  be 
i^ound  by  ties  of  sympathy  and  affection  with  the  noble 
and  great  peoples  to  whom  they  are  always  connected  by  a 
similarity  of  political  ideals,  a  similarity  of  civilization 
and  warm  gratitude  for  all  the  help  given  to  them,  to 
secure  their  independence  and  their  rights,  for  all  the  help 
given  since,  through  all  their  history  as  well  as  to  day 
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when  the  complete  restoration  of  the  Greek  Nation  in  one 
sole  State  one  is  endeavoured  to  be  obtained. 

The  only  sure  way  to  bind  this  union  firmly  is  the  spi- 
ritual communion  with  the  people  and  the  only  method 
leading  to  failure  is  to  contract  political  intercourse  with 
political  parties.  The  persons  of  these  who  govern  come 
and  go.  The  people  remain  everlastingly.  The  people's 
soul  creates  traditions.  The  popular  traditions  are  the 
strongest  basis  for  political  ties.  We  hope  that  the  States- 
men of  he  Allied  Powers  will  consent  to  offer  their  friendly 
assistance  to  the  Greek  people  for  the  reestablishment  of 
peace,  justice  and  freedom  in  the  Country. 

We  sincerely  trust,  M.  le  President,  that  in  this  task 
you  will  afford  your  entire  support,  and  we  have  the 
honour  to  assure  you  that  the  Greek  people  looks  to  you, 
with  all  the  respect  which  is  due  to  your  remarkable 
initiative  —  in  favour  of  the  high  work  of  securing  liberty 
and  peace  in  the  world  — •  and  to  your  powerful  Country. 

We  have  the  honour  to  be 

Your  Excellency's 
most  obedient  servants. 

N.  CALOGEROPULOS. 
W.  STRATOS. 
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Composition  of  the  State. 

Art.  2L  —  All  the  powers  proceed  from  the  Nation  and 
are  exercised  in  the  way  stated  by  the  Constitutional  Sta- 
tutes. 

Art.  29.  —  The  King's  person  is  irresponsible  and  invio- 
lable ;  his  Ministers  are  responsible. 

Art.  37.  —  The  King  summons  once  a  year  the  Parlia- 
ment to  an  ordinary  session  but  whenever  he  considers  it 
opportune  he  summons  it  to  an  extraordinary  session ;  he 
pronounces  in  person  or  by  a  delegate  the  ouverture  and 
closure  of  each  parliamentary  session  and  has  the  right  to 
dissolve  the  Chamber  ;  but  the  decree  for  dissolution,  coun- 
tersigned by  the  ministers,  must  also  contain  the  elector's 
convocation  within  fourty  five  days  and  that  of  the  Par- 
liament within  three  months. 

Art.  45.  —  The  hellenic  Crown  and  its  constitutional 
rights  are  hereditary  and  are  transmitted  to  the  direct, 
genuine  and  legitimate  descendants  of  King  George  I  by 
order  of  primogeniture,  the  male  members  being  prefered. 

Art.  46.  —  In  default  of  heir,  according  to  the  above 
stated,  the  King  designates  him  with  the  Parliament's 
consent,  summoned  to  this  purpose  ;  this  consent  is  given 
by  the  vote  of  the  two  thirds  of  the  deputies  total  number 
and  by  manifest  voting. 

Individual  liberties'  assurances. 

Art.  A.  —  Invidual  liberty  is  inviolable  no  one  is  prose- 
cuted, arrested  ,imprisonned  otherwise  confined  except  in 
the  circumstances  and  in  the  way  the  law  prescribes. 
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Art.  8.  —  No  one  is  unwillingly  deprived  of  the  judge  ap- 
pointed to  him  by  law. 

Art.  28.  —  The  judical  power  is  exercised  by  the  tribu- 
nals, and  the  judicial  sentences  are  executed  in  the  name 
of  the  King. 

Art.  87.  —  Justice  is  rendered  by  judges  nominated  by 
the  King  according  to  the  law. 

Art.  88.  —  The  Areopagites,  the  judges  of  appeal  and  the 
judges  of  first  instance  are  irremovable  (for  life)  ;  the 
King's  procurators,  their  substitutes,  the  peace  officers,  the 
judges  at  the  police-courts,  the  secreataries  and  under 
secreataries  of  the  courts  and  of  the  procurator's  offices, 
the  notaries,  the  mortgagers  and  guardians  of  transcripts 
are  permanent  as  long  as  each  charge  is  subsisting.  The 
officers  of  the  judicial  branch  who  enjoy  irremobability  or 
permanence  can  not  be  discharged  without  ajuducial  sen- 
tence, in  consequence  of  a  poenal  condemnation  or  on  ac- 
count of  disciplinary  offences  or  illness  or  incapability,  con- 
firmed in  the  way  the  law  prescribes  and  according  to 
articles  92  and  92. 

2. 

Notification  of  the  Powers  France,  Great-Britain  and  Rus- 
sia adressed  to  the  Hellenic  Government,  on  June  5-2/ 
1916  : 

D'ordres  de  leurs  Gouvernements,  les  soussign6s,  mi- 
nistres  de  France,  de  Grande-Bretagne  et  de  Russie,  repre- 
sentants  des  Puissances  garantes  de  la  Grece,  ont  Thonneur 
de  faire  au  Gouvemement  Grec  la  declaration  sulvante 
qu'ils  ont  ^galement  regu  I'ordre  de  porter  k  la  connals- 
sance  du  peuple  grec. 

Alnsi  qu'elles  I'ont  d6jk  d6clar§,  solennellement  et  par 
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ecrit,  les  puissances  garantes  de  la  Grece  ne  lui  deman- 
dent  pas  de  sortir  de  la  neutralite.  Elles  en  donnent  une 
preuve  eclatante  en  mettant  au  premier  rang  de  leurs  de- 
mandes  la  demobilisation  de  Farmee  grecque  pour  assurer 
au  peuple  hellenique  la  tranquillite  et  la  paix.  Mais  elles 
ont  des  motifs  nombreux  et  legitimes  de  suspicion  contre 
le  Gouvernement  Grec  dont  Tattitude  a  leur  egard  n'est 
pas  conforme  a  ses  engagements  reiteres,  ni  meme  aux 
principes  d'une  neutralite  loyale.  C'est  ainsi  qu'il  a  trop 
sou  vent  favorise  les  agissements  de  certains  etrangers  qui 
ont  travaille  ouvertement  a  egarer  Topinion  du  peuple  grec, 
a  fausser  sa  conscience  nationale  et  a  creer  sur  le  terri- 
toire  hellenique  des  organisations  hostiles,  contraires  a  la 
neutralite  du  pays  et  tendant  a  compromettre  la  securite 
des  forces  militaires  et  navales  des  allien 

L'entree  en  Grece  des  troupes  bulgares,  Toccupation  du 
fort  Roupel  et  d'autres  points  strategiques,  avec  la  conni- 
vence du  cabinet  hellenique,  constitue  pour  les  troupes  ai- 
liees  une  nouvelle  menace  qui  impose  aux  trois  puissances 
I'obligation  de  reclamer  des  garanties  et  des  mesures  im- 
mediates. 

D'autre  part,  la  Constitution  grecque  a  ete  meconnue,  le 
libre  exercice  du  suffrage  universel  emp§che,  la  Chambre 
a  et§  dissoute  pour  la  seconde  fois  en  moins  d'un  an  contre 
la  volonte  populaire  nettement  exprim^e,  les  electeurs  con- 
voques  en  pleine  mobilisation,  si  bien  que  la  Chambre  ac- 
tuelle  ne  repr6sente  qu'une  faible  partie  du  college  electoral, 
le  pays  tout  entier  a  ^te  soumis  a  un  regime  de  pression  et 
de  tyrannic  policiere  et  conduit  a  la  mine  sans  egards  aux 
justes  observations  des  puissances.  Celles-ci  ont,  non  seule- 
ment  le  droit,  mais  I'imperieux  devoir  de  protester  contre 
de  pareilles  violations  des  libertes  dont  elles  ont  la  garde 
vis-a-vis  du  peuple  grec. 
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L'attitude  hostile  du  Gouvernement  hellenique  envers  les 
Puissances  qui  ont  affranchi  la  Grece  du  joug  etranger 
et  assure  son  independence  ;  la  collision  evidente  du  cabi- 
net actuel  avec  leurs  ennemis  sont  pour  elles  des  raisons 
plus  fortes  encore  d'agir  avec  fermete,  en  s'appuyant  sur 
les  droits  qu'elles  tiennent  des  traites  et  qui  se  sont  affir- 
mes  par  la  sauvegarde  du  peuple  grec  chaque  fois  qu'il  a 
ete  menace  dans  I'exercice  de  ses  droits  et  dans  la  jouis- 
sance  de  ses  libertes. 

En  consequence,  les  Puissances  garantes  de  la  Grece  se 
voient  dans  la  necessite  d'exiger  I'application  immediate 
des  mesures  suivantes  : 

10  Demobilisation  reelle  et  totale  de  I'armee  grecque  qui 
devra  etre  mise  dans  le  plus  bref  delai  sur  le  pied  de  paix ; 

2o  Remplacement  immediat  du  ministere  actuel  par  un 
cabinet  d'affaires  sans  nuance  politique  et  offrant  toutes  les 
garanties  necessaires  pour  I'application  loyale  de  la  neu- 
tralite  bienveillante  que  la  Grece  s'est  engagee  a  observer 
a  regard  des  Puissances  alliees,  ainsi  que  pour  la  sincerite 
d'une  consultation  nationale  ; 

30  Dissolution  immediate  de  la  Chambre  des  deputes,  sui- 
vie  de  nouvelles  elections,  d^s  I'expiration  des  d^lais  pre- 
vus  par  la  Constitution  et  apres  que  la  demobilisation  aura 
replace  le  corps  electoral  dans  des  conditions  normales  ; 

49  Remplacement,  d'accord  avec  les  Puissances,  de  cer- 
tains fonctionnaires  de  police  dont  l'attitude  inspir^e  par 
des  directions  etrang^res  a  facilite  les  attentats  commis 
contre  de  paisibles  citoyens  ainsi  que  les  insultes  faites  aux 
Legations  alliees  et  a  leurs  ressortissants. 

Toujours  animees  envers  la  Grece  de  Tesprit  le  plus  bien- 
veillant  et  le  plus  amical,  mais  d^cidees  en  mSme  temps  a 
obtenir,  sans  discussion,  ni  d61ai,  I'application  de  ces  mesu- 
res indispensables,  les  Puissances  garantes  ne  peuvent  que 
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laisser  au  Gouvernement  grec  I'entiere  responsabilite  des 
evenements  qui  se  produiraient  si  leurs  justes  demandes 
n'etaient  pas  immediatement  acceptees. 

Athenes,  le  8-2i  juin  1916. 

(Signe) :     ELLIOT. 

GUILLEMIN. 
DEMIDOFF. 
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Ultimatum  of  the  Powers  France,  Great-Britain,  Italy 
and  Russia  addressed  to  the  Hellenic  Government  on 
December  1-14,  1916 : 

D'ordre  de  leurs  Gouvernements  les  ministres  de  France, 
de  Grande-Bretagne,  d'ltalie  et  de  Russie,  ont  Thonneur  de 
porter  a  la  connaissance  du  Gouvernement  Hellenique  ce 
qui  suit : 

Les  derniers  §v6nements  d'Ath^nes  ont  prouve  de  maniere 
indiscutable  que  ni  le  Roi,  ni  le  Gouvernement  Hellenique 
n'exercent  assez  d'autorit6  sur  Farmee  hellenique  pour  pou- 
voir  emp§cher  celle-ci  de  constituer  une  menace  pour  la  paix 
et  la  security  des  troupes  alliees  de  la  Mac6doine. 

Dans  ces  conditions  les  Gouvernements  Allies  se  voient 
dans  I'obligation,  en  vue  d'assurer  leurs  forces  contre  une 
attaque,  d'exiger  l'ex6cution  immediate  des  deplacements 
de  troupes  6numer6es  dans  la  note  technique  ci-jointe. 

Ces  deplacements  devront  commencer  dans  les  24  heures 
et  se  terminer  le  plus  tot  possible. 

D'autre  part,  tout  mouvement  de  troupes  vers  le  nord 
doit  6tre  immediatement  interrompu. 
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Dans  le  cas  ou  le  Gouvernement  Hell6nique  n'accepterait 
pas  ces  exigences,  les  Allies  considerent  que  pareille  atti- 
tude constituerait  un  acte  hostile  a  leur  egard. 

Les  ministres  soussignes  ont  regu  Tordre  de  quitter  la 
Grece  avec  le  personnel  de  leurs  Legations,  si  a  I'expiration 
du  delai  de  24  heures  h  partir  de  la  remise  de  la  presente 
note,  ils  n'ont  pas  regu  I'acceptation  pure  et  simple  du  Gou- 
vernement Royal. 

Le  blocus  des  cotes  grecques  continuera  jusqu'^  ce  que 
le  Gouvernement  Hellenique  ait  donne  pleine  r6paration 
pour  la  derniere  attaque  operee  sans  provocation,  par  les 
forces  grecques  contre  les  troupes  alliees  a  Athenes,  et  jus- 
qu'a  ce  que  des  garanties  suffisantes  pour  I'avenir  soient 
fournies. 

Athenes,  le  4-iA  decemhre  1916. 

(Signi) :     GUILLEMIN. 
ELLIOT. 
DEMIDOFF. 
BOSDARL 


4. 


ISote  supplementaire  communiquee  par  les  Ministres  de 
France,  de  Grande-Bretagne  et  de  Russie  au  Gouverne- 
ment HelUnique,^le  18-31  decemhre  1916 : 

Les  soussignes,  Ministres  de  France,  de  Grande-Bretagne 

et  de  Russie,  representants  des  Puissances  garantes  de  la 

la  Grece,  ayant  pris  acte  avec  satisfaction  de  la  reponse  qui 

a  ete  faite  a  leur  communication  du  1-14  decemhre  1916, 

*       ont  I'honneur  de  presenter   au   Gouvernement   Hellenique 
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d'ordre  de  leurs  Gouvernements,  les  demandes  suivantes  de 
garanties  et  de  reparations  qui  §taient  prevues  dans  le  der- 
nier alin^a  de  ladite  communication. 

Garanties. 

lo  Les  forces  grecques  dans  la  Grece  continental e,  en 
Eubee  et  en  general  dans  tous  les  territoires  situ 6s  en  de- 
hors du  P61opon6se  seront  reduites  au  nombre  d'hommes 
strictement  n6cessaire  pour  le  service  d'ordre  et  de  police. 
Tout  Tarmement  et  les  munitions  en  excedant  de  ce  qui 
correspondra  k  cet  effectif  seront  transport's  dans  le  Pelo- 
ponese  ainsi  que  toutes  les  mitrailleuses  et  toute  Tartillerie 
de  rarm6e  grecque  avec  leurs  munitions,  de  telle  fagon 
qu'une  fois  ces  transports  effectu6s  il  ne  reste  plus  en  dehors 
du  P61opon6se  ni  canons  ni  mitrailleuses  ni  materiel  de 
mobilisation. 

Les  details  d'ex6cution  seront  r6gl6s  d'un  commun  accord, 
auissitdt  que  le  Gouvernement  Hell6nique  aura  accepts,  en 
principe,  les  d6placements  des  troupes  et  du  materiel. 

La  situation  militaire  ainsi  6tablie  sera  maintenue,  aussi 
longtemps  que  les  Gouvernements  allies  le  jugeront  n6ces- 
saire,  isous  la  surveillance  de  d616gu6s  sp6ciaux  accredit^s 
par  eux,  k  cet  effet,  aupres  des  autorit's  grecques. 

2«  Interdiction  de  toute  reunion  et  de  tout  rassemblement 
de  r6servistes  en  Gr^ce  au  nord  de  Pisthme  de  Corinthe ; 
application  rigoureuse  de  I'interdiction  a  tout  civil  de  por- 
ter des  armes. 

30  R'tablissement  des  divers  controles  allies  sous  une 
forme  qui  sera  d6termin6e  d'accord  avec  le  Gouvernement 
Hell6nique  afln  de  les  rendre  aussi  peu  gSnants  que  possi- 
ble. 
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40  Toutes  les  personnes  actuellement  d^tenues  soit  pour 
des  raisons  politiques  soit  sous  I'mculpation  de  haute  trahi- 
son,  complot,  sedition  ou  faits  connexes,  seront  immedia- 
tement  relach^es.  Celles  qui  auraient  injustement  souffert 
par  suite  des  ev6nemeiits  du  ler  et  du  2  d^cembre  et  des 
jours  suivants  seront  indemnisees  apr^s  une  enquete  effec- 
tu6e  d'accord  avec  le  Gouvemement  Hell6nique  et  les  Gou- 
vernements  Allies. 


Ultimatum  de  M.  Jonnart  adresse  a  M.  Zaimis,  President 
du  Conseil. 

A  hord  de  la  Justice,  le  ii  juin  1917. 

Monsieur  le  President, 

Les  Puissances  Protectrices  de  la  Grece  ont  decide  de  re- 
constituter  I'unite  du  Royaume  sans  porter  atteinte  aux 
institutions  monarchiques  constitutionnelles  qu'elles  ont 
garanties  k  la  Gr^ce. 

Sa  Majesty  le  Roi  Constantin,  ay  ant  manifestement  viole, 
de  sa  propre  initiative,  la  constitution  dont  la  France,  la 
Grande-Bretagne  et  la  Russie  sont  les  garantes,  j'ai  Thon- 
neur  de  declarer  a  votre  Excellence  que  le  Roi  a  perdu  la 
confiance  des  Puissances  Protectrices,  et  que  celles-ci  se 
considerent  conune  degag^es,  a  son  6gard,  des  obligations 
resultant  de  leurs  droits  de  protection. 

J'ai  en  consequence,  pour  mission,  en  vue  de  r^tablir  la 
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verite  constitutionnelle,  de  reclamer  rabdication  de  S.  M. 
le  Roi  Constantin  qui  designera  lui-meme,  d'accord  avec 
les  Puissances  Protectrices,  un  successeur  parmi  ses  heri- 
tiers. 

Je  suis  dans  Tobligation  de  vous  demander  une  reponse 
dans  un  delai  de  vingt-quatre  heures. 

Veuillez  agreer,  Monsieur  le  President,  les  assurances  de 
ma  haute  consideration. 

JONNART. 


Aide  -  Memoire. 

((  Le  Haut  Commissaire  des  Puissances  Protectrices  de  la 
Grece  a  I'honneur  de  faire  connaitre  a  S.  E.  Monsieur  le 
President  du  Conseil  des  Ministres  que  le  Diadoque  ne  pr€- 
sentant  pas  les  garanties  que  la  France,  la  Grande-Bretagne 
et  la  Russia  sont  actuellement  dans  I'obligation  d'exiger  de 
la  part  du  Souverain  Constitutionnel  des  Hellenes,  elles  ne 
pourraient  donner  leur  agrement  qu'a  la  designation  d'un 
autre  de  ses  h6ritiers. 

Le  Haut  Commissaire  est  en  outre  autorise  a  declarer  au 
nom  des  Puissances  Protectrices  que  le  Roi  Constantin, 
apres  son  abdication  et  lorqu'il  aura  quitt§  la  Grece,  entrera 
en  possession  d'un  revenu  personnel  et  viager  d'une  valeur 
egale  a  un  demi  million  de  francs. 

Le  Haut  Commissaire  ajoute  qu'aucune  repr6saille  ne  sera 
exerc^e  et  que  la  proclamation  d'une  amnistie  g6n6rale 
sera  imm^diatement  envisagee,  mais  il  doit  informer  M.  le 
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President  du  Conseil,  de  la  decision  des  Puissances  Protec- 
trices  de  ne  tolerer  ni  a  Atlienes  ni  dans  aucune  ville  du 
Royaume  des  desordres  de  nature  a  compromettre  la  vie 
et  les  interfits  etroitement  associes  de  leurs  nationaux  et  de 
la  population  grecque.  Si  I'espoir  que  I'ordre  soit  stricte- 
ment  maintenu,  grace  a  la  sagesse  du  Gouvernement  et  des 
Hellenes  de  tous  les  partis,  se  trouvait  degu,  le  Haut  Com- 
missaire  est  autorise  a  intervenir  egalement  avec  les  forces 
dont  disposent  les  Puissances  Protectrices  en  vue  d'obte- 
nir  imm^diatement  le  retablissement  de  Tordre.  »> 

Le  ii  juin  1917. 

JONNART. 


Communique  du  Gouvernement  Provisoire  russe. 

(Echo  de  Paris,  le  9  juillet  1917). 

«  Une  Conference  des  Allies  sera  convoquee  k  Paris  a  la 
mi-juillet  relativement  aux  questions  qui  se  rapportent  aux 
affaires  balkaniques. 

La  necessity  de  la  convocation  de  cette  conference  decoule 
de  la  complexite  extreme  de  la  situation  politique  et  stra- 
tegique  dans  les  Balkans,  et  du  desir  de  faire  concorder  les 
points  de  vue  des  Allies  relativement  a  ces  questions,  et 
d'etablir  a  ce  sujet  une  direction  commune. 

Outre  des  indications  relatives  aux  questions  purement 
militaires,  nos  representants  a  la  conference  ont  regu  I'ins- 
truction  de  d^fendre,  lors  de  la  solution  des  questions  politi- 
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ques  survenues  dans  les  Balkans,  le  point  de  vue  du  gou- 
vernement  provisoire  et  d'insister  tout  particuli^rement  sur 
I'application  des  principes  generaux  de  la  politique  exte- 
rieure  proclam6s  par  la  democratie  Russe.  En  particulier, 
ces  instructions  ont  trait  a  la  question  grecque,  en  rapport 
avec  les  derniers  ev6nements. 

Dans  cette  question  nous  n'avons  pas  pu  ne  pas  desap- 
prouver  les  moyens  par  lesquels  se  produisit  le  remplace- 
ment  par  la  force  d'un  Roi  par  un  autre.  Certainement,  a 
ce  sujet,  nous  etions  animes  non  par  le  desir  de  soutenir 
le  roi  Constantin  dont  nous  desapprouvions  et  dont  nous 
continuons  a  desapprouver  la  politique  personnelle,  mais 
par  rinadmissibilit6  d'une  immixtion  dans  les  affaires  inte- 
rieures  du  peuple  hell6nique.  Cela  nous  a  portes  a  formuler 
une  objection  correspondante  et  k  renoncer  k  la  participa- 
tion de  nos  troupes  a  I'expedition  dans  la  Grece  meridionale. 

Dans  les  pourparlers  avec  les  Allies,  nous  nous  sommes 
places  au  point  de  vue  que  F^tablissement  de  la  forme  du 
Gouvernment  grec,  ainsi  que  son  organisation  administra- 
tive, appartiennent  exclusivement  au  peuple  grec,  et  nous 
avons  declare  que  les  sympathies  du  peuple  russe,  qui  vient 
de  se  liberer  du  joug  dynastique,  vont  exclusivement  k  une 
libre  solution  analogue  de  la  part  du  peuple  grec  lui- 
m§me. » 


Proclamation  de  S.  E.  M.  Jonnart  au  peuple  HelUne. 

I 
La  France,  la  Grande-Bretagne  et  la  Russie  ont  voulu 

rindependance,  la  grandeur  et  la  prosperite  de  la  Grece 
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Elles  entendent  defendre  le  noble  pays  qu'elles  ont  lib§re 
contre  les  efforts  r^unis  des  Turcs,  des  Bulgares  et  des 
Allemands. 

Elles  sont  ici  pour  d^jouer  les  manoeuvres  des  ennemis 
hereditaires  du  royaume. 

Elles  veulent  mettre  fin  aux  violations  r6pet6es  de  la 
Constitution  et  des  traites,  aux  deplorables  intrigues  qui 
ont  abouti  au  massacre  des  soldats  des  pays  amis. 

Berlin  commandait,  hier,  a  Ath^nes  et  conduisait  gra- 
duellement  le  peuple  sous  le  joug  bulgare-allemand. 

Nous  avons  resolu  de  retablir  la  verity  constitutionnelle 
et  I'unite  de  la  Grece. 

Les  Puissances  garantes  ont  en  consequent  demande  au 
Roi  Constantin  d'abdiquer. 

Elles  ne  pr^tendent  pas  toucher  a  la  Royaut6  constitu- 
tionnelle. Elles  n'ont  d'autre  ambition  que  d'assurer  le  fonc- 
tionnement  regulier  de  la  Constitution  a  laquelle  le  Roi 
Georges,  de  glorieuse  memoire,  avait  toujours  et6  scrupu- 
leusement  fidele,  et  que  le  Roi  Constantin  a  cess§  de  res- 
pecter. 

Hellenes  I 

L'heure  de  la  reconciliation  est  venue.  Vos  destinies 
sont  etroitement  associees  a  celles  des  Puissances  garantes. 
Votre  ideal  est  le  m6me,  vos  esperances  sont  les  m§mes. 

Nous  faisons  appel  k  votre  sagesse  et  a  votre  patriotisme. 

Aujourd'hui  le  blocus  est  leve.  Toute  repr^saille  contre 
les  Grecs,  k  quelque  parti  qu'ils  appartiennent,  seront  im- 
pitoyablement  r6prim6es. 

Aucune  atteinte  a  I'ordre  public  ne  sera  toleree. 

Les  biens  et  la  liberte  de  chacun  seront  sauvegard6s. 

C'est  une  6re  nouvelle  de  paix  et  de  travail  qui  va  s'ou- 
vrir  devant  vous. 
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Sachez  que,  respectueuses  de  la  souverainete  nationale, 
les  Puissances  protectrices  n'ont  nullement  I'intention  d'im- 
poser  au  peuple  grec  la  mobilisation  g6nerale. 

Vive  la  Grece  unie,  grande  et  libre. 

Au  nom  de  la  France,  de  la   Grande-Bretagne  et 
de  la  Russie. 

Le  Haut  Commissaire 
des  Puissances  Protectrices: 

JONNART. 
i-i4  juin  49il. 


9. 
Letter  of  Mr.  Jonnart  to  the  Greek  Premier  Mr.  A.  Zaimis. 

(Translated  from  the  Greek). 

Sir, 

The  notification  of  June  8-21  1916  handed  to  King  Cons- 
tantine  by  the  representative  of  the  warranter  of  Greece 
contains  the  following  declaration : 

(( The  Greek  constitutional  rule  has  been  disregarded  ; 
<(  the  free  exercise  of  the  universal  suffrage  prevented ; 
((Parliament  has  twice  been  dissolved  within  less  than  a 
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«  year  in  spite  of  the  clearly  expressend  will  of  the  people  ; 
c(  the  electors  have  been  summoned  during  mobilisation, 
«  with  the  result  that  the  present  Parliament  merely  repre- 
«  sents  a  feeble  portion  of  the  electoral  college. 

«  The  representatives  therefore  of  the  warranter  Powers 
«  demand  the  immediate  dissolution  of  Parliament  and  the 
«  carrying  out  of  new  elections. » 

That  demand  has  not  been  met.  The  warranter  Powers 
have  thus  been  obliged  to  renew  their  declaration  consi- 
dering that  the  dissolution  of  the  Parliament  elected  on 
the  31st  of  May-13th  of  June  1915,  was  in  accordance  nei- 
ther vvith  the  spirit  of  the  Greek  constitutional  rule  nor 
with  the  fundamental  principles  of  the  Parliamentary  sta- 
tus that  has  been  in  viguour  in  Greece  since  the  establish- 
ment of  the  reigning  Dynasty. 

The  events  which  have  preceded,  and  on  account  of 
which,  the  Constitutional  rule  of  1864  has  been  voted,  and 
its  application  during  many  years  exclude  every  interpre- 
tation tending  tacitly  to  bestow  upon  the  Crown  the  right 
of  arbitrarily  disposing  the  people's  destinies. 

I  have  therefore  the  honour  of  asking  you,  according  to 
the  instructions  I  have  received,  to  summon  the  Parlia- 
ment of  May  31st  which  alone  the  warranter  Powers  con- 
sider as  lawfully  elected. 

June   10-23  1917. 

(Sign.) :     JONNART. 


74 


10. 


Introductory  Report  to  the  Royal  Decree  of  June  29th 
idil  summoning  again  the  Parliament  elected  on  May 
31,  i9i5. 

(Extract.) 

(( We  were  and  are  still  contronted  with  an  overthrow  of 
the  people's  souvereignty  that  has  compelled  also  the  pro- 
tecting Powers  of  Greece,  and  warranters  of  the  Constitu- 
tional rule,  to  protest  on  account  of  the  violated  rights  of 
the  people. 

We  are  now,  in  consequence  of  the  latter  events,  called 
to  set  right  that  overthrow,  setting  again  the  Constitutio- 
nal rule  on  the  foundation  of  popular  Sovereingty.  Inevi- 
tably under  the  present  circumstances,  the  decree  dissolv- 
ing that  Parliament  must  be  revoked  and  the  latter  sum- 
moned again. 


Sire! 


This  restablishment  inaugurates  the  new,  under  your 
reign,  political  period  which  will  be  crowned  and  consoli- 
dated by  the  National  Assembly  that  will  be  summoned 
at  the  proper  moment.  And  the  signing  by  Your  Majesty 
of  the  pressent  decree  will  constitue  the  hopeful  start  of 
this  period  to  the  benefit  of  the  Nation  and  of  the  Throne. 

((The  Minister's  Council)). 
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11. 


Documents  related   to  the  guarantees  given  by  the  Great 
Powers  in  behalf  of  the  Hellenic  State. 

A'  From  1826  up  to  the  establishment  of  King  Otto  on  the 
Hellenic  throne. 

Decision  of  the  3d  National  Assembly  of  the  Hellenes  at 
Epidavros  concerning  the  starting  of  negociations  with 
Turkey  for  the  restoration  of  peace  to  be  carried  out 
through  the  British  Ambassador  at  Constantinople. 

I.  Secret  Decree,  of  April  12th  1826  of  the  3rd  National 
Assembly  held  at  Epidavros.  (Translated  from  the  Greek.) 
Seeing  that  the  War  between  the  Hellenic  nation  ana 
their  irreconcilable  enemies  is  one  of  anihilation  and  des- 
truction :  Wishing  to  put  an  end  to  that  fatal  war  by  a 
compromise  worthy  of  the  great  sacrifices  and  the  blood 
shed  for  the  sake  of  liberty  during  the  elapsed  six  years  . 

Decrees : 

1.  the  Committee  formed  by  the  decision  under  N^  E, 
under  the  title  «  the  Assembly's  Committee  »  and  com- 
posed    of 

of 

to  negociate  through  the  British  Ambassador  at  Cons- 
tantinople Mr.  Canning  a  compromise  between  the  Hel- 
lenic Nation  and  the  Ottoman  Porte,  to  the  best  ad- 
vantage of  that  Nation  and  worthy  of  its  great  sacri- 
iices ; 
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2.  to  follow  as  regards  that  compromise  in  their  full 
extent  instructions  contained  under  N^  Z  ; 

3.  the  present  Decree  to  be  inserted  in  the  Decrees'Codex  ; 
II.  Instructions  to  the  Assembly's  Committee. 

Translated  from  the  Greek  (Extrait) 

1.  In  negociating  the  compromise  between  the  Hellenic 
Nation  that  the  Turks  may  possess  neither  property, 
nor  a  fixed  abode  in  Greece ; 

2.  to  insist  that  the  Turks  give  up  the  forteresses  they 
are  holding ; 

3.  not  to  accept  the  Porte  to  partake,  or  have  any  in- 
fluence, directly  or  indirecly  in  the  political  or  Eccle- 
siastical Government  of  Greece ; 

4.  to  insistently  ask  that  Greece  may  have  the  troops 
necessary  for  the  home  and  external  security  of  the 
State,  as  wellas  the  naval  power  required  to  defend  her 
trade  ; 

5.  to  insist  in  order  that,  the  Peloponesus,  Eastern  and 
Western  Greece,  the  maritime  islands  and  those  of  the 
Aegean  Sea,  as  well  as  Crete,  obtain  through  the 
peace  treaty  exactly  the  same  right  and  similar  des- 
tinies, without  the  Committee  to  have  the  right  for  any 
reason  or  under  any  circumstances,  to  agree  any  of  the 
aforesaid  parts  of  the  Greek  State  to  be  excluded  from 
the  negociation  about  equal  rights  ;  and  moreover,  to 
claim,  in  addition,  for  all  those  parts  which  have  borne 
arms  against  the  enemy,  or  have  sided  the  provisional 
Hellenic  Government,  the  same  rights,  as  long  as  such 
a  claim  can  be  realised  ; 

6.  to  ask  for  the  Hellenes  to  have  their  own  flag  and 
currency  ;  also  the  right  to  appoint  to  foreign  Courts, 
and  receive  diplomatic  agents  ; 
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7.  The  Committee  can  agree  to  the  Porte's  suzerainty  and 
the  payment  to  her  of  a  sum,  by  installments,  or  of  a 
yearly  tax ; 

8.  It  is  understood  that  at  the  very  beginning  of  peace 
negociations  the  Committee  must  claim  the  armistice 
between  the  two  warring  parts ; 

9.  to  instantly  ask  Great-Britain  to  become  the  warranter 
for  the  maintainance  of  the  treaties  by  the  warring 
Nations ; 

10.  the  Committee,  according  to  the  Ambassadors'  answers, 
and  the  military  position  of  Greece,  can  accept  or  refuse 
(having  always  in  view  the  best  advantage  to  Greece) 
new  offers  or  alterations  to  the  above  descripted, 
except  such  affecting  arts.  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  which  they  are 
compelled  to  resultely  maintain  in  their  full  extent 
without  any  alterations. 

11.  In  case  they  fail  to  obtain  the  mediation  of  the  British 
Ambassador  to  invoke  the  aid  either  of  all  the  Euro- 
pean Powers  or  of  part  of  them,  according  to  circums- 
tances. 


A  Epidavros,  i2th  of  April  1826. 

III.  Letter  to  Mr.  Canning  British  Ambassador 
at  Constantinople. 

(Translated  from  the  Greek). 

«  The  3rd  Assembly  of  the  Hellenes  at  Epidavos  : 

Excellence, 

The  legal  plenipotentaries  of  the  Greek  Nation,  together 
with  the   Clergy   and  the   Military,   gathered   to   consider 
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and  decide  on  the  great  interests  and  the  safe  securing  of 
their  Nation's  rights ; 

Considering  how  contrary  to  humanity,  ruinous  to  the 
true  interest  of  both  the  warring  nations,  troublesome 
and  scandalising  to  the  Christian  world,  the  continuation 
of  the  exterminatory  war  between  Greeks  and  Turks  is. 

Wishing  to  see  the  war  ended  and  having  full  confi- 
dence in  the  philanthropic  and  liberal  principles  of  His 
Britanic  Majesty,  and  in  the  diplomatic  ability  of  Your 
Excellence,  we  beg  to  request  you  to  use  your  favourable 
cooperation  to  that  purpose. 

By  this  act  they  give  you  the  power  to  negociate  and 
obtain  a  peace  in  accordance,  with  the  honour  and  the 
interest  of  the  Hellenic  Nation,  and  worthy  of  its  great 
sacrifices  for  the  sake  of  liberty. 

The  present  act  will  be  sent  to  you  by  the  Committee 
elected  by  the  National  Assembly  and  composed  of.     . 

who  will  have  the  honour  of  sending  also  to  your  Excel- 
lence the  instructions  concerning  the  negociation  ;  and  who 
have  also  the  power,  and  duty  of  corresponding  with  your 
Excellence  on  everything  regarding  the  conclusion  of  peace. 

Written  on  Assembly  at  Epidavros  on  the  14th  of 
April  1826. 

(Signatures.) 
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12. 


Protocole  relatif  aux  affaires  de  la  Grece,  signe  a  Saint- 
FHersbourg  le  4  avril  1826,  entre  la  Russie  et  la  Grande- 
Bretagne.    (Extrait.) 

Sa  Majeste  Britannique  ayant  6te  priee  par  les  Grecs 
d'interposer  ses  bons  offices,  a  I'effet  d'obtenir  leur  recon- 
ciliation avec  la  Porte  Ottomane,  ayant  en  consequence 
offert  sa  mediation  a  cette  puissance  et  d6sirant  concerter 
les  mesures  de  son  gouvernement  k  ce  sujet,  avec  S.  M. 
I'Empereur  de  toutes  les  Russies,  et,  d'autre  part,  S.  M. 
Imperiale  etant  animee  du  ddsir  de  mettre  fin  au  conflit 
dont  la  Grece  et  I'Archipel  sont  le  theatre,  par  un  arran- 
gement compatible  avec  les  principes  de  la  religion,  de 
justice  et  d'humanite,  les  soussign^s  sont  convenus : 

1°  Que  I'arrangement  a  proposer  k  la  Porte,  si  ce  gou- 
vernement acceptait  la  mediation  offerte,  aurait  pour  objet 
de  placer  les  Grecs,  a  I'egard  de  la  Porte  Ottomane,  dans 
la  relation  ci-apres  mentionn^e. 

La  Grece  serait  une  dependance  de  cet  Empire,  et  les 
Grecs  payeraient  a  la  Porte  un  tribut  annuel  dont  le  mon- 
tant  serait,  de  commun  accord,  fix6  d'une  mani^re  perma- 
nente.  lis  seraient  exclusivement  gouvern^s  par  des  auto- 
rites  choisies  et  nommees  par  eux-m§mes,  mais  dans  la 
nomination  desquelles  la  Porte  aurait  une  certaine  in- 
fluence. Dans  cet  etat,  les  Grecs  jouiraient  d*une  liberty 
publique  complete  de  conscience  et  de  commerce,  et  diri- 
geraient  exclusivement  leur  gouvernement  ext^rieur. 

2«  Que  S.  M.  B.  et  S.  M.  I.  d^sirant  que  leurs  allies  de- 
viennent  parties  aux  arrangements  d^finitifs  dont  le  pre- 
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sent  protocole  contient  Fesquisse,  communiqueront  confi- 
dentiellement  cet  instrument  aux  Cours  de  Vienne,  de  Pa- 
ris et  de  Berlin,  et  leur  proposeront  de  garantir,  de  concert 
avec  I'Empereur  de  Russie,  le  traite  au  moyen  duquel  la 
reconciliation  des  Turcs  et  des  Grecs  sera  effectuee,  S.M.B. 
ne  pouvant  garantir  un  tel  traite. 

Saint-Petersbourg,  le  4  avril  (23  mars  1826). 

WELLINGTON.  NESSELRODE,  LIEVEN. 


i3. 


Letter  addressed  by  the  3rd  Hellenic  Assembly  at  Epida- 
vros  to  the  British  Ambassador  at  Constantinople  by 
which  an  appeal  is  made  to  the  Christian  Nations  to 
mediate  on  behalf  of  Greek  liberty. 

(Translated  from  the  Greek.) 

Excellence, 

«  The  3rd  Greek  Assembly  on  resuming  their  work,  in- 
terrupted by  circumstances  at  Epidavros,  hastens  to  declare 
the  gratitude  of  the  Hellenic  Nation  towards  Great  Bri- 
tain who  mediates  in  favour  of  the  secred  human  rights. 

The  Greek  Nation,  now  indelibly  engraving  in  its  heart 
the  benefaction  it  expects  from  the  Heads  of  the  Christan 
Nations,  and  addressing  itself  through  your  Excellence  to 
their  Ambassadors,  asks  for  their  benevolence,  and  requests 
their  help.  Wirth  feelings  of  gratitude  the  Greek  Nation 
pronounces  the  name  of  the  renowned  Canning ;  and  al- 
most assured  that,  supported  by  your  noble  sentiments,  its 


—   81  — 

hopes  will  be  realised,  it  names  you  its  benefactor.  Na- 
tions are  not  ungrateful ;  and  the  much  tried  Greece  Na- 
tion, the  more  trials  it  has  had  to  endure,  and  still  endures, 
proves  to  be  the  more  grateful  to  its  saviours. 

The  plenipotentiaries  of  the  Hellenes,  having  formed  here 
the  3rd  National  Assembly,  have  invited  the  Assembly's 
Committee  in  order  to  account  for  their  actions.  This  Com- 
mittee therefore^  does  no  longer  exist,  and  Your  Excel- 
lence will  address  herself,  henceforth,  on  v^riting  about 
our  Greek  affairs,  to  the  National  Assembly. 

Accept  again  its  gratitude,  and  take  under  your  benevo- 
lent care  the  realisation  of  its  dependence  and  welbeing. 

Hermione,  iSth  of  February  1827. 

(Signatures.) 


14. 


TraiU  sign4  a  Londres,  le  8  juillet  1827,  par  la  Grande- 
Bretagne,  la  France  et  la  Russie,  pour  la  pacification  de 
la  Grece.  (Extrait) 

(( Sa  Majeste  le  Roi  du  Royaume  Uni  de  la  Grande-Breta- 
gne  et  d'Irlande,  Sa  Majest6  le  Roi  de  France  et  de  Na- 
varre et  Sa  Majesty  TEmpereur  de  toutes  les  Russies,  pen^- 
trees  de  la  n6cessit6  de  mettre  un  terme  k  la  lutte  san- 
glante,  qui  en  livrant  les  provinces  grecques  et  les  lies  de 
TArchipel  k  tous  les  d^sordres  de  I'anarchie,  apporte  cha- 
que  jour  de  nouvelles  entraves  au  commerce  des  Etats 
europ6ens  et  donne  lieu  k  des  pirateries,  qui  non  seule- 
ment  exposent  les  sujets  des  hautes  parties  contractantes 
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a  des  pertes  considerables,  mais  exigent,  en  outre,  des  me- 
sures  onereuses  de  surveillance  et  de  repression. 

Ayant  d'ailleurs  regu  de  la  part  des  Grecs  Tinvitation 
pressante  d'interposer  leur  mediation  aupres  de  la  Porte 
Ottomane,  et  etant,  ainsi  que  Sa  Majest6  I'Empereur  de 
toutes  les  Russies,  animees  du  desir  d'arreter  Teffusion  du 
sang,  et  de  prevenir  les  maux  de  tout  genre  que  pent  en- 
trainer  la  prolongation  d'un  tel  etat  de  chose,  ont  resolu 
de  combiner  leurs  efforts,  et  d'en  regler  Taction  par  un 
traite  formel,  dans  le  but  de  retablir  la  paix  entre  les  par- 
ties contendantes,  au  moyen  d'un  arrangement  reclame, 
autant  par  un  sentiment  d'humanite,  que  pour  I'interSt  du 
repos  de  FEurope.  A  ces  fins,  elles  ont  nomme  Leurs  Ple- 
nipotentiaires  pour  discuter,  arreter  et  signer  ledit  traits. 

Lesquels,  apres  s'Stre  communique  leurs  pleins  pouvoirs, 
trouves  en  bonne  et  due  forme,  sont  convenus  des  articles 
suivants  : 

Article  premier.  —  Les  Puissances  contractantes  offri- 
ront  a  la  Porte  Ottomane  leur  mediation,  dans  la  vue 
d'amener  une  reconciliation  entre  elle  et  les  Grecs. 

Cette  offre  de  mediation  sera  faite  a  cette  Puissance  im- 
m^diatement  apr^s  la  ratification  du  traite,  au  moyen  d'une 
declaration  collective,  signee  par  les  plenipotentiaires  des 
Cours  Alliees,  a  Constantinople,  et  il  sera  fait,  en  meme 
temps,  aux  deux  parties  contendantes,  la  demande  d'un 
armistice  immediat  entre  elles,  comme  condition  prelimi- 
naire  indispensable  a  I'ouverture  de  toute  negociation. 

Art.  2.  —  L'arrangement  a  proposer  a  la  Porte  Ottomane 
reposera  sur  les  bases  suivantes  : 

Les  Grecs  releveront  du  Sultan  comme  d'un  Seigneur 
suzerain,  et  en  consequence  de  cette  Suzerainete,  ils  paye- 
ront  a  I'Empire  Ottoman  une  redevance  annuelle,  dont  le 


—  83  — 

montant  sera  fixe,  une  fois  pour  toutes,  d'un  commun  ac- 
cord, lis  seront  gouvernes  par  des  autorites  qu'ils  choisi- 
ront  et  nommeront  eux-memes,  mais  a  la  nomination  des- 
quelles  la  Porte  aura  une  part  determinee. 

Art.  3.  —  Les  details  de  cet  arrangement,  ainsi  que  les 
limites  du  territoire  sur  le  continent,  et  la  designation  des 
lies  de  I'Archipel,  auxquelles  il  sera  applicable,  seront  de- 
termines dans  une  negociation  a  etablir  ulterieurement 
entre  les  hautes  Puissances  et  les  deux  parties  contendan- 
tes. 

Art.  6.  —  Les  arrangements  de  reconciliation  et  de  paix 
qui  seront  definitivement  convenus  entre  les  parties  conten- 
dantes  seront  garanties  par  celles  des  Puissances  signa- 
taires  qui  jugeront  utile  ou  possible  de  contracter  cette 
obligation. 

L'action  et  les  effets  de  cette  garantie,  deviendront  I'objet 
des  stipulations  ulerieures  entre  les  hautes  Puissances. 

Fait  a  Londres,  le  6  juillet.  Van  grace  1827. 

DUDLEY,  Le  Prince  de  POLIGNAC,  LIEVEN. 


15. 


L  Memorandum   du  Plenipotentiaire  de  France, 
presente  a  la  Conference.  (Extrait.) 

Papers  relative  to  the  affairs  of  Greece,  1826-1830,  p.  124. 

Pour  que  Texpedition  (du  general  Maison)  puisse  au- 
jourd'hui  profiter  a  la  cause  pour  laquelle  elle  a  ete  entre- 
prise,  il  faut  necessairement,  ou  que  les  Cours  alli6es  se 
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chargent  de  preserver  les  Grecs  d'une  agression  de  la  part 
des  Turcs,  ou  qu'elles  les  mettent  en  etat  de  se  d6fendre 
par  eux-m§mes. 

Le  premier  de  ces  resultats  peut  §tre  atteint  par  deux 
moyens  :  ou  par  un  armistice  que  les  Turcs  accorderaient, 
ou  par  une  declaration  des  Puissances,  annongant  que  le 
territoire  delivre  par  les  armes  se  trouve  place  sous  leur 
garantie  provisoire,  jusqu'au  moment  ou  le  sort  en  aura 
6t§  r6gl6  par  une  negociation  avec  la  Porte. 

II.  Note  verbale  du  PUnipotentiaire  de  la  Grande-Bretagne, 
communique   a  la   susdite   Conference.   (Extrait.) 

Papers,  p.  127. 

Le  Plenipotentiaire  de  Sa  Majesty  Britannique  a  ensuite 
d6clar6  que  son  gouvernement  ayant  recemment  pris  en 
consideration  I'^tat  de  la  question  grecque,  il  se  trouve  a 
m6me  de  donner,  sur  le  champ,  son  assentiment  aux  bases 
de  la  seconde  proposition  faite  par  le  Plenipotentiaire  de 
Sa  Majeste  tr^s  chr6tienne,  a  savoir,  de  garantir  provisoi- 
rement  la  Moree  contre  les  invasions  que  pourraient  tenter 
les  troupes  turques,  apres  que  les  forces  de  Sa  Majesty 
tres  chretienne  se  seront  retirees  de  ce  pays. 

III.  Protocole  de  la  susdite  Conference.  (Extrait.) 

Papers,  p.  123. 

II  a  ete  convenu  entre  les  trois  Pl^nipotentiaires : 
Que  la  Mor^e^  les  lies  attenantes,  et  celles  communement 
appeiees  Cyclades,  seront  placees  sous  la  garantie  provi- 
soire des  trois  Cours,  jusqu'a  ce  que  le  sort  de  ces  pays  ait 
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ete  regie  d'un  commun  accord  avec  la  Porte,  sans  cepen- 
dant  que  Ton  entende  par  la  prejuger  en  rien  sur  la  ques- 
tion des  limites  definitives  a  donner  a  la  Grece  ;  cette  ques- 
tion devant  se  decider  dans  la  negociation  qui  sera  ouverte 
avec  la  Turquie,  et  que  cette  Puissance  sera  de  nouveau 
invitee  k  commencer  imm^diatement. 

IV.  Declaration  des  Cours  alliees  a  la  Sublime  Porte,  pour 
lui  annoncer  qu'elles  placent  la  Moree  sous  leur  garan- 
tie  provisoire.  (Extrait.) 

Papers,  p.  131. 

Mais  Touvrage  des  Puissances  serait  imparfait,  si,  par 
le  depart  de  leurs  troupes,  les  habitants  de  la  Mor6e  se 
trouvaient  exposes  k  de  nouvelles  invasions.  Elles  doivent 
a  leur  propre  dignite  de  les  en  prevenir. 

C'est  dans  cette  vue  qu'au  moment  ou  les  forces  alliees 
se  disposent  a  se  retirer  de  la  Moree,  apres  y  avoir  accom- 
pli leur  mission  pacifique,  les  trois  Cours  declarent  a  la  Su- 
blime Porte,  que  jusqu'^  ce  qu'un  arrangement  definitif, 
fait  de  commun  accord  avec  elles,  ait  r6gl§  le  sort  des 
provinces  que  I'Alliance  a  fait  occuper  militairement,  elles 
placent  la  Mor6e,  les  iles  attenantes^  et  celles  commun6- 
ment  appelees  Cyclades  sous  leur  garantie  provisoire,  et 
qu'a  ce  titre,  elles  regarderaient  comme  une  agression  cen- 
tre elles-m§mes,  I'entree  d'une  force  militaire  quelconque 
dans  ces  pays. 
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16. 


Protocol  of  Conference  held  at  Poros  between  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  Great-Britain,  France  and  Russia,  itth  of 
December  i828. 

Fragment  of  Annex  A.  (Papers,  p.  110.) 

Ce  but,  reclame  par  tant  de  voeux,  est  la  pacification  du 
Levant,  pacification  qui  doit  §tre  effectuee  de  maniere  a  se- 
parer  autant  que  les  circonstances  le  permettent,  les  deux 
populations  engagees  dans  la  guerre,  et  a  leur  assurer  ega- 
lement  les  avantages  essentiels  a  leur  bien-§tre  permanent: 
aux  Grecs,  des  garanties  necessaires  pour  empecher  le  re- 
nouvellement  de  leurs  souffrances  et  de  desordres  qui  en 
sont  resultes  ;  a  la  Porte,  une  compensation  des  sacrifices 
que  lui  imposent  I'independance  conditionnelle  de  la  Grece, 
et  un  gage  contre  tout  injuste  empietement  de  la  part  de 
ce  nouvel  etablissement. 

S.  CANNING,  Cte  GUILLEMINOT, 
RIBEAUPIERRE. 


17. 


Protocole  de  la  Conference  tenue   au  Foreign  Office  le  22 
mars  1829.   (Extrait.) 

Papers,  p.  133  and  135. 

Suzerainete.  —  La  Gr^ce  jouira,  sous  la  suzerainet§  de  la 
Porte,  de  FAdministration  interieure  la  plus  propre  a  lui 


garantir  la  liberte  religieuse  et  commerciale,  ainsi  que  la 
prosperity  et  le  repos  qu'il  s'agit  de  lui  assurer. 

Dans  ce  but,  cette  administration  se  rapprochera,  autant 
que  possible,  des  formes  monarchiques,  et  sera  confiee  a  un 
chef  ou  prince  Chretien,  dont  I'autorite  sera  h^reditaire,  par 
ordre  de  primogeniture.  En  aucun  cas,  ce  chef  ne  pourra 
Stre  choisi  parmi  les  princes  des  families  qui  regnent  dans 
les  trois  Etats  signataires  du  Traite  du  6  juillet  1827,  et 
le  premier  choix  s'effectuera  de  concert  entre  les  trois 
Cours  et  la  Porte  Ottomane. 

Pour  marquer  les  relations  de  vasselage  de  la  Grece 
envers  TEmpire  ottoman,  il  sera  convenu  qu'outre  le  paye- 
ment  du  tribut  annuel^  tout  chef  de  la  Grece,  quand  Tau- 
torite  hereditaire  lui  sera  devolue,  recevra  I'investiture  de 
la  Porte,  et  lui  payera  une  annee  de  tribut  suppl^mentaire 
a  son  avenement  au  pouvoir. 

Les  arrangements  ci-dessus  indiqu6s  (c'est-a-dire  delimi- 
tation continentale  et  insulaire,  tribut,  indemnite,  suzerai- 
nete,  amnistie  et  droit  d'emigration)  une  fois  conclus  avec 
la  Porte,  seront  places  conformement  a  Tarticle  VI  du 
Traite  du  6  juillet,  sous  la  garantie  de  celles  des  Puissan- 
ces signataires  qui  jugeront  utile  ou  possible  de  contracter 
cette  obligation,  dont  les  effets  et  Taction  deviendront  I'ob- 
jet  de  stipulations  ulterieures  entre  les  Hautes  Puissances, 
ainsi  que  le  porte  ledit  article  du  Traite  du  6  juillet. 

II  est  neanmoins  entendu,  des  a  present,  que  la  garantie 
en  question  assurera  la  Porte  Ottomane  contre  toute  entre- 
prise  ou  acte  hostile  de  la  part  des  Grecs,  et  les  Grecs  con- 
tre toute  entreprise  ou  acte  hostile  de  la  part  de  la  Porte. 
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18. 


Conference  tenue  au  Foreign  Office^  le  3  fevrier  i830.  (Ex- 
trait). 

I.  Protocole  No  1. 

Papers  ci-dessus,  p.  i92  et  i9i. 

Article  premier.  —  La  Grece  formera  un  Etat  indepen- 
dant,  et  jouira  de  tous  les  droits  politiques,  administratifs 
et  commerciaux,  attaches  k  une  independance  complete. 

Art.  8.  —  Chacune  des  trois  Cours  conservera  la  faculte 
que  lui  assure  I'article  VI  du  Traite  du  6  juillet  1827,  de 
garantir  Tensemble  des  arrangements  et  clauses  qui  prece- 
dent. 

Les  actes  de  garantie,  s'il  y  en  a,  seront  dresses  separe- 
ment.  L'action  et  les  effets  de  ces  divers  actes  deviendront 
consequemment  k  Particle  susdit,  Fobjet  de  stipulation  ult6- 
rieure  des  Hautes  Puissances.  Aucune  troupe  appartenant 
k  Tune  des  trois  Puissances  contractantes  ne  pourra  entrer 
sur  le  territoire  du  nouvel  Etat  grec,  sans  I'assentiment  des 
deux  autres  Cours  signataires  du  Traite. 

IL  Protocole  No  2. 

Papers  ci-dessus,  p.  202. 

Le  Plenipotentiaire  de  France,  celui  de  la  Grande-Breta- 
gne  et  celui  de  la  Russie,  ont  alors  declare  qu'ils  reunis- 
saient  les  votes  de  leurs  Cours  en  faveur  du  prince  Leopold 
de  Saxe-Cobourg,  et  ils  sont  convenus  de  rediger  en  com- 
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mun  une  Note,  destinee  a  lui  offrir,  dans  les  termes  et 
sous  les  conditions  inserees  aux  Protocoles  de  cette  date, 
le  Gouvernement  du  nouvel  Etat  grec,  avec  le  titre  de 
Prince  souverain  de  la  Gr^ce^  qui  passera  hereditaire  a  ses 
descendants. 


19. 

Conference  tenue  au  Foreign  Office,  le  W  fivrier  1830  (Ex- 
trait.) 

I.  Le  prince  Leopold  de  Saxe-Cobourg  aux  Pl^nipoten- 
tiaires  de  France,  de  la  Grande-Bretagne  et  de  la  Russie. 

Papers  ci-dessus,  p.  205. 

Le  soussign6 il  s'empresse  d'accepter  la 

carriere  utile  et  honorable  qui  lui  ouvrent  les  Hautes  Puis- 
sances. Cependant  il  croirait  mal  repondre  a  la  confiance 
qu'elles  daignent  placer  en  lui  si,  en  donnant  son  adhesion 
aux  Protocoles  N»s  1,  2  et  3  du  3  fevrier  1830,  il  ne  leur 
soumettait  les  observations  suivantes : 

1®  Que  les  Hautes  Puissances  signataires  du  Traits  du 
6  juillet  1827,  veuillent  gracieusement  accorder  au  nouvel 
Etat  grec  une  garantie  complete,  ainsi  que  la  promesse 
d'un  secours  en  cas  d'agression  6trangere. 

IL  Protocole  de  la  Conference. 

Papers  ci-dessus,  p.  203. 

Les  Pl^nipotentiaires  de  la  Grande-Bretagne,  de  France 
et  de  Russie  : 

Apr^s  avoir  examine  les  observations  presentees  par  le 
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prince  Leopold,  a  la  suite  de  son  acceptation  de  la  souve- 
rainete  de  la  Grece  qui  lai  a  ete  offerte,  les  Plenipotentiai- 
res  de  TAlliance  ont  arr§te  entre  eux  les  resolutions  suivan- 
tes,  relativement  aux  cinq  points  indiques  dans  la  reponse 
de  son  Altesse  Royale. 

lo  Les  intentions  des  trois  Cours  sont  conformes  aux 
voeux  exprim^s  par  le  prince,  a  regard  de  la  garantie  du 
nouvel  Etat  grec  par  les  Puissances  signataires  du  Traite. 
Les  autres  Puissances  seront  invitees  a  y  adherer. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  to  Prince  Leopold. 

London,  10th  February  1830, 

Sir, 

Since  I  had  the  honour  of  attending  Your  Royal  High- 
ness this  morning,  I  have  considered  the  several  points 
adverted  to  in  Your  Royal  Highness'  Letter  of  yesterday, 
upon  which  Your  Royal  Highness  desired  to  have  my  opi- 
nion. 

I  trust  that  the  Answers  contained  in  the  inclosed  Memo- 
randum will  be  satisfactory  to  Your  Royal  Highness,  and 
will  anable  Your  Royal  Highness  to  give  Your  final  Answer, 
on  the  propositions  submitted  to  Your  Royal  Highness  by 
the  Ministers  of  the  Sovereign,  Parties  to  the  Treaty  of 
July  1827,  assembled  in  Conference. 

I  have  the  honour, 

WELLINGTON. 

Memorandum  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington.  (Extrait.) 

N<'  1 

No  2 

No  3.  —  In  :  Does  Your  Grace  apprehend  that  the  gua- 
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rantee  promised  to  the  New  State  will  be  but  partial,  or  at 
least  not  ample  and  satisfactory  as  the  future  Head  of  the 
Greek  Government  must  necessarily  wish  and  expect? 

An:  It  is  the  interest  and  the  wisch  of  every  State  in 
Europe  that  the  Greek  Sate  should  be  independent.  The 
three  Powers  Parties  of  the  Treaty  of  July,  must  give  a 
guarantee  of  the  Territory  described  in  the  Protocol.  Other 
Powers  will  be  invited  to  accede  to  this  Treaty. 

6.  —  In:  What  protection  is  Greece  to  have  in  case  of 
foreign  agression? 

An :  Greece  once  established,  and  her  Boundaries 
guaranteed,  as  proposed,  she  will  have  the  same  right  to 
assistance  and  protection  against  foreign  agression,  as  any 
other  State  in  Europe,  of  which  there  are  many,  which 
exercise  an  independent  action  in  all  their  concerns,  exter- 
nat  as  well  as  internal  although  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
some  of  the  most  powerful  States  in  Europe. 

Papers  ci-dessus,  p.  i63-i6^. 


21. 

Conference  tenue  du  Foreign  Office  le  ier  juillet  4830.  (Ex- 
trait.) 

Papers  relative  to  the  affairs  of  Greece  1830-1832. 

I.  Rapport  collectif  des  residents  des  trois  Cours  de  Grece, 
aux  Plenipotentiaires  de  la  Conference  de  Londres. 

Papers  ci-dessus,  p.  15. 

Relativement  aux  institutions  nationales,  que  les  Resi- 
dents n'avaient  regu  aucun  ordre  et  n'^taient  autoris^s  k 
fournir  aucune  explication  ;  que  cette  affaire  leur  semblait 
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devoir  §tre  traitee  entre  le  prince  Leopold  et  la  Nation  qu'il 
est  appel6  k  gouverner,  et  qu'a  cet  egard  les  Puissances 
Alli^es  avaient  sans  doute  convenable  de  ne  rien  prejuger. 

II.  Protocole  de  la  susdite  Conference. 

Papers  ci-dessus,  p.  iO.  (Extrait.) 

Apres  avoir  trouv6  un  parfait  accord  entre  les  vues  des 
trois  Cours  et  les  ^claircissements  donnes  par  leurs  Resi- 
dents, les  Pl^nipotentiaires  sont  convenus  d'y  ajouter  les 
explications  et  les  declarations  suivantes : 

1° 

20.  ...  . 

30.  —  En  constituant  la  Gr^ce  en  Etat  independant  et 
monarchique,  les  trois  Cours  se  sont  abstenues  de  prejuger 
la  nature  des  institutions  et  des  lois  qui  d^riveraient  de 
cette  forme  de  Gouvernement.  Les  trois  Cours  se  plaisent  k 
croire  que  sous  les  auspices  du  Souverain  futur,  ces  insti- 
tutions appropriees  aux  int4r6ts  r^els,  aux  besoins  v6rita- 
bles,  et  aux  voeux  legitimes  de  la  Gr^ce,  lui  assureront 
un  long  avenir  de  paix,  d'ordre  et  de  bonheur. 


22. 

Offre  de  la  Couronne  hell&nique  au  Prince  Othon  de  BavUre. 

I.  Le  S6nat  a  Son  Excellence  le  President  de  la  Gr^ce, 
comte  de  Capodistria. 

Nauplie,  le  4  aoUt  4830. 

Papers  ci-dessus,  p.  45.  (Extrait.) 

Quant  au  paragraphe  de  la  Note  que  le  Gouvernement 
adresse  a  Messieurs  les  Residents,  relativement  k  la  nomi- 
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nation  d'un  nouveau  souverain,  le  S6nat  declare  qu'il  ne 
peut  opiner  sur  un  sujet  de  si  haute  importance,  qu'en 
s'6tayant  des  voeux  de  la  Nation  grecque  ;  voeux  qui  sont 
clairement  6nonc6s  dans  ses  adresses  solennelles.  Consi- 
d6rant  le  choix  d'un  prince  sous  le  mfime  aspect  que  la 
Nation^  il  le  desire  avec  la  m§me  ardeur  avec  laquelle  toute 
la  Nation  doit  d^sirer  ce  qui  peut  op6rer  son  bonheur  et 
sa  restauration.  En  consequence,  plein  d'une  confiance  sans 
borne  dans  r6quit6,  dans  la  haute  sagesse  des  Augustes 
Protecteurs  de  la  Gr^ce,  il  attend  leurs  determinations  fina- 
les comme  des  arrets  salutaires  de  la  Providence,  augurant 
par  les  bienfaits  dont  les  Puissances  ont  d^jk  combl6  la 
Gr^Ce,  de  ceux  qu'elles  lui  assureront  pour  Tavenir. 


II.  Le  Gouvernement  grec  aux  Residents  des  Irois  Cours 
en  Grtce. 

Nauplie,  le  5  aoUt  i830. 

Papers  ci-dessus,  p.  44.  (Extrait.) 

Vous  verrez,  Messieurs,  que  le  S6nat  en  fondant  son  opi- 
nion sur  les  voeux  exprim^s  unanimement  par  les  Provin- 
ces, partage  celui  que  nous  avons  6nonce  dans  notre  office 
du  14-26  juillet.  Vous  pouvez  cons6quemment  donner  encore 
une  fois  k  Votre  Auguste  Souverain  Tassurance  que  la  Na- 
tion apprendra  avec  une  profonde  gratitude  le  choix  du 
prince  auquel  les  Cours  Alli6es  confieront  I'accomplissement 
de  leurs  g6n6reuses  intentions  en  faveur  de  la  Gr^ce. 
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III.  Instructions  pour  les  Ambassadeurs  et  Ministres  des 
Cours  de  France,  de  la  Grande-Bretagne  et  de  Russie  a 
Constantinople,  et  pour  leurs  Residents  en  Grece. 


Londres,  le  26  septembre  i831. 
Papers  ci-dessus,  p.  37.  (Extrait.) 

Quatre  questions  principales  ont  fixe  I'attention  des  Ple- 
nipotentiaires. 

Le  choix  d'un  souverain  pour  la  Grece  devenu  necessaire 
par  la  renonciation  du  Prince  Leopold  de  Saxe-Cobourg ; 
choix  que  les  trois  Cours  ont  et§  invitees  a  faire  par  la  Na- 
tion et  le  Senat  grec. 

IV.  Protocole  de  la  Conference  tenue  au  Foreign  Office 
le  iS  fevrier  1832.  (Extrait.) 

Papers  ci-dessus,  p.  43. 

Les  Plenipotentiaires  de  France,  de  la  Grande-Bretagne 
et  de  Russie^  s'etant  reunis  en  Conference,  ont  procede  k 
Texamen  des  communications  qui  ont  eu  lieu  entre  les 
trois  Cours  sur  le  choix  d'un  Prince  Souverain  de  la  Grece, 

En  consequence  les  Plenipotentiaires  sont  convenus  : 

1°  de  donner  communication  a  S.  M.  le  Roi  de  Baviere  de 
I'acte  ci-joint  par  lequel  la  Nation  grecque  a  demande  aux 
trois  Cours  de  proceder  au  choix  d'un  souverain. 

2o  D'informer  confidentiellement  S.  M.  le  Roi  de  Baviere, 
qu'il  est  de  I'intention  des  trois  Cours  d'offrir  la  Couronne 
de  la  Grece  a  son  second  fils  le  Prince  Othon  de  Baviere. 


—  95  — 

V.  Communication  faite  a  la  Conference  par  le  PUnipo- 
tentiaire   bavarois. 

Annexe  A  du  Protocole  de  la  Conference  tenue  au  Fo- 
reign Office  le  26  avril  1832. 

Papers  ci-dessus,  p.  56-57.  (Extrait.) 

Garantie  des  nouvelles  frontieres.  —  II  serait  impossible 
que  le  nouveau  souverain  apparut  avec  quelque  succes 
parmi  son  peuple  s'il  ne  lui  portait  quelques  concessions 
qui  ameliorent  sa  position,  et  lui  representent  les  m^mes 
avantages  que  les  Puissances  ont  ete  prates  a  faire  au 
Prince  Leopold.  Comme  cependant  il  serait  possible  que  les 
negociations  avec  la  Porte  ne  puissent  §tre  terminees  assez 
k  temps  pour  que  la  condition  des  frontieres  du  Nord  soit 
accomplie  avant  I'acceptation  definitive  de  la  Couronne 
grecque  par  le  Prince  Othon,  Sa  Majeste  demande  que,  dans 
le  cas,  les  trois  Puissances  garantissent  a  la  Gr^ce  I'ob- 
tention  de  cette  frontiere  nouvelle  aussitot  que  faire  se 
pourra  et  que  cette  garantie  soit  contresignee  d'une  ma- 
niere  si  formelle  et  si  explicite,  qu'elle  puisse  servir  de 
preuve  aupr^s  de  la  Nation  grecque  de  la  volonte  ferme, 
dont  son  nouveau  gouvernement  est  anime,  de  veiller  a 
son  int6r6t. 

Suffrage  de  la  Nation.  —  II  y  a  un  autre  point  sur  lequel 
Sa  Majeste  trouve  n6cessaire  de  fixer  I'opinion  de  la  Con- 
ference. Elle  croit  qu'une  Nation  qui  s'est  acquise  de  la 
consideration  des  Puissances  europeennes,  au  point  d'etre 
admise  au  nombre  des  Nations  independantes,  merite  d'etre 
consultee  sur  le  choix  de  son  gouvernement.  II  y  a,  a  ce 
sujet,  une  grande  difference  k  faire  entre  un  pays  conquis 
par  la  force  des   armes  et  un  nouvel  Etat  qui  sollicite 
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Tavis  des  Puissances  pour  6tre  pourvu  par  leur  concours 
d'un  gouvernement  regulier.  Sa  Majeste  croyant  done  qu'il 
serait  egalement  avantageux  pour  les  Puissances  delibe- 
rantes  et  pour  le  Prince  de  leur  choix,  appele  a  gouverner 
la  Gr^ce,  que  celui-ci  y  fiit  regu  au  plein  gre  et  aux  accla- 
mations de  Son  Peuple,  il  lui  paraitrait  d'une  bonne  politi- 
que de  prendre  des  mesures  afln  que,  d'un  commun  accord 
avec  la  volonte  des  Puissances,  le  voeu  du  Peuple  grec  en 
faveur  de  Tappel  au  Trone  de  Son  Altesse  Royale  le  Prince 
Othon  et  du  mode  de  succession,  fut  iterativement  prononc6. 
L'6mission  de  ce  voeu  lierait  mutuellement  au  nouveau 
gouvernement  les  personnes  qui  auraient  concouru  k 
I'enoncer. 

VI.  Communications  des  Puissances  Alliees 
au  Pl&nipotentiaire  Bavarois. 

Annexe  F  du  Protocole  de  la  Conference  tenue  au  Fo- 
reign Office  le  26  avril  i832. 

Papers  ci-dessus,  p.  66  et  69.  (Extrait). 

Garantie.  —  Le  Protocole  du  3  fevrier  1830,  a  place  le 
territoire  grec,  dans  toute  son  6tendue,  sous  la  garantie  des 
trois  Cours.  II  s'entend  que  cette  garantie,  mentionnee  dans 
I'article  IV  du  Projet  du  Convention,  s'appliquera  au  ter- 
ritoire grec,  tel  qu'il  doit  resulter  des  n6gociations  ouvertes 
k  Constantinople. 

Suffrages  de  la  Nation  grecque.  —  La  Nation  grecque  a 
del6gu6  k  deux  reprises  aux  trois  Cours  le  pouvoir  incon- 
ditionnel  de  choisir  un  Souverain  pour  la  Gr^ce.  Son  suf- 
frage est  done  deja  donn6.  Les  sentiments  d'affection  et  de 
d6vouement  de  la  Nation  grecque  pourront  au  reste  fitre 
exprim^s  au  t*rince  Othon  par  une  deputation  sp^ciale. 

/ 
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VII.  Instructions  aux  Residents  des  trois  Cours  en  Grece. 

Annexe  C  du  Protocole  de  la  Conference  tenue  au  Fo- 
reign Office  le  26  avril  1832. 

Papers  ci-dessus  p.  61-62.  (Extrait.) 

Le  choix  du  Souverain  de  la  Grece  se  trouve  done  con- 
somme et  il  ne  reste  plus  aux  trois  Cours  qu'un  devoir  k 
remplir  envers  la  Nation  grecque,  c'est  celui  de  lui  annon- 
cer,  dans  les  formes  solennelles,  Tusage  qu'elles  ont  fait 
de  sa  confiance. 

II  est  a  prevoir  que  le  choix  du  Prince  Othon  de  Baviere 
donnera  lieu  a  une  manifestation  nationale  des  sentiments 
de  la  Grece  pour  Son  Souverain.  Une  deputation  unanime- 
ment  elue  devrait  6tre  chargee  de  lui  en  offrir  au  plus 
tot  Texpression.  Toutes  les  Provinces,  toutes  les  iles  grec- 
ques  ne  manqueront  pas,  selon  leur  coutume,  de  voter  des 
adresses  dans  cette  ciifconstance.  Ces  adresses,  transmi- 
ses  au  Gouvernement  Provisoire,  seraient  portees  au  Roi 
de  la  Grece  par  la  deputation  dont  nous  venons  de  parler, 
et  ne  pourraient  que  hater  le  moment  qu'il  viendra  lui- 
mfime  s'unir  a  ses  sujets. 

VIII.  Declarations  des  trois  Cours  a  la  Nation  grecque. 

Annexe  D  du  Protocole  de  la  Conference  tenue  au  Fo- 
reign Office  le  26  avril  1832. 

Papers  ci-dessus,  p.  63.  (Extrait.) 

Hellenes ! 
Vos    nouvelles   destinies   s'accomplisent !  Les    cours   de 
France,  de  la  Grande-Bretagne  et  de  Russie  viennent  d'ar- 
reter  le  choix  du  Souverain  que  la  Nation  grecque  les  avait 
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chargees  d'elire.  Aussi  active  que  desinteressee,  leur  co- 
operation avait  contribue  a  I'independance  de  la  Grece.  Le 
choix  qu'elles  ont  fait  aujourd'hui  la  consolide. 

Entourez  votre  nouveau  Souverain  de  votre  reconnais- 
sance et  de  votre  affection.  Sujets  fideles,  ralliez-vous  tons 
autour  de  son  trone  ;  aidez-le  avec  un  juste  ddvouement 
dans  la  tache  de  donner  k  I'Etat  une  Constitution  defini- 
tive, et  de  lui  assurer  le  double  bienfait  de  la  Paix  au 
dehors,  de  la  tranquillity,  du  r^gne  des  Lois,  et  de  Tordre 
au  dedans.  C'est  la  seule  recompense  que  les  trois  Cours 
vous  demandent  pour  les  services  qu'elles  ont  eu  Toccasion 
de  vous  rendre. 

(Publi§e  le  18-30  aoiit  1832.) 

IX.  Convention  relative  a  la  Souverainete  de  la  Grece  entre 
les  Cours  de  la  Grande-Bretagne,  la  France  et  la  Russie, 
d'une  part,  et  la  Cour  de  Baviere  de  Vautre. 

Payers  ci-dessus,  p.  —  (Extrait.) 

The  Courts  of  Great-Britain,  France  and  Russia,  exerci- 
sing thje  power  conveyed  to  them  by  the  Greek  Nation,  to 
make  choice  of  a  Sovereign  for  Greece,  raised  to  the  rank 
of  an  independent  State,  and  being  desirous  of  giving  to 
that  Country  a  fresh  proof  of  their  friendly  disposition,  by 
the  election  of  a  Prince  descended  from  a  Royal  House,  the 
friendship  and  alliance  of  w^hich  cannot  fail  to  be  of  essen- 
tial service  to  Greece,  and  which  has  already  acquired 
claims  to  her  esteem  and  gratitude,  have  resolved  to  offer 
the  Crown  of  the  new  Greek  State  to  the  Prince  Frederick 
Otto  of  Bavaria,  second  son  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of 
Bavaria. 
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Art.  I.  —  The  Courts  of  Great-Britain,  France  and  Rus- 
sia, duly  authorised  for  this  purpose  by  the  Greek  Nation, 
offer  the  hereditary  Sovereignty  of  Greece  to  the  Prince 
Frederick  Otho  of  Bavaria  second  son  of  His  Majesty  the 
King  of  Bavaria. 

Art.  IV.  —  Greece,  under  the  Sovereignty  of  the  Prince 
Otho  of  Bavaria,  and  under  the  guarantee  of  the  three 
Courts,  shall  form  a  Monarchical  and  Independent  State, 
according  to  the  terms  of  the  Protocol  signed  between  the 
said  Courts  on  the  3rd  of  February  1830  and  accepted  both 
by  Greece  and  by  the  Ottoman  Porte. 

X.  Pour  satisfaire  a  la  juste  exigence  de  Sa  Majeste  le 
Roi  de  Baviere,  la  Nation  grecque  a  exprime  son  accepta- 
tion de  I'election  du  nouveau  Souverain  par :  A)  Une 
adresse  a  Sa  Majeste  le  Roi  de  Baviere,  de  la  part  du  Gou- 
vernement  Provisoire  de  la  Grece,  le  14-26  avril  1832  ;  B) 
Une  adresse  du  Senat  a  la  meme  Majeste,  le  13-25  avril 
1832  ;  C)  Deux  adresses.  Tune  a  S.  M.  le  Roi  de  Baviere,  et 
Fautre  a  S.  M.  le  Roi  de  Grece,  de  la  part  de  la  Commis- 
sion administrative,  le  26  juillet-7  aout  1832  ;  D)  Un  decret 
rendu  par  le  deputes  de  la  Nation  grecque  reunis  a  Pronia, 
le  27  juillet  1832. 

Extrait  du  D6cret : 
La  4e  Assemblee  Nationale  reunie  par  prorogation  : 

Decr^te  : 

Les  Plenipotentiaires  representant  la  Nation  grecque  re- 
connaissent  et  confirment  I'election  de  S.  A.  R.  le  Prince 
Othon  comme  Roi  de  Gr^ce. 
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XI.  Lettre  de  M.  le  Baron  de  Gise,  Ministre  des  Affaires 
Mrangdres  de  S.  M.  le  Rot  de  Baviere,  a  M.  S.  Tricoupi, 
secretaire  des  Affaires  etrangeres  du  Gouvernement  Pro- 
visoire  de  la  Grece. 

(Extrait.) 

Monsieur, 

En  vous  adressant,  avec  ma  lettre  ci-jointe,  les  reponses 
que  le  Roi,  mon  Auguste  Souverain,  fait  aux  differentes 
missives,  qui  lui  sont  parvenues  du  Gouvernement  Provi- 
soire  et  du  Senat  de  la  Grece,  j'accomplis  un  devoir  en 
vous  temoignant  que  S.  M.  d'accord  en  tous  points  avec  les 
trois  Puissances  signataires  de  la  Convention  du  7  mai, 
partage  egalement  leur  maniere  de  voir  relativement  aux 
operations  qui,  dans  ce  moment,  pourraient  §tre  confiees  a 
une  Assemblee  Nationale.  Autant  qu'il  est  parvenu  a  la 
connaissance  de  S.  M.  les  actes,  par  lesquels  la  Nation 
grecque  a  confie  aux  trois  Cours  le  choix  d'un  Souverain, 
n'ont  pas  fait  mention  d'une  constitution  definitive  de  TEtat 
qui  serait  arr§tee  avant  I'election  et  sans  le  concours  de  ce 
Souverain.  Ainsi  dans  les  circonstances  actuelles  la  con- 
fection et  la  publication  d'une  constitution  definitive  en 
Gr^ce  se  trouveraient  en  opposition  directe  avec  les  actes 
dont  il  s'agit.  Ce  sera  un  des  premiers  soins  de  la  Regence 
Royale,  nommee  pour  vaquer  pendant  la  minorite  du  Roi 
a  I'administration  du  Royaume,  de  convoquer  une  Assem- 
UTee  generale  de  la  Nation  pour  recevoir  le  monarque,  lui 
offrir  rhommage  du  d^vouement  de  la  Grece  et  cimenter 
son  union  avec  le  Prince  qui  va  presider  a  ses  destinees. 
Cette  Assemblee  sera  chargee  de  travailler  avec  la  R6gence 
a  preparer  la  constitution  definitive  de  I'Etat,  qui,  regime 
de  ]a  sorte  avec  le  libre  concours  de  la  Nation  et  de  son 
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Roi,  au  milieu  d'une  tranquillite  profonde,  lorsque  les  limi- 
tes  de  la  Grece  se  trouveront  fixees,  lorsque  ses  ressour- 
ces  seront  mieux  connues,  repondra  sans  nul  doute  a  ses 
besoins,  a  ses  voeux  et  a  ses  interets. 

MunicK  le  3i  juillet  i832.  GISE. 

XII.  Conference   tenue  au  Foreign  Office   le  30  aout  1832. 

A.  Annexe  B  au  Protocole  de  la  Conference. 

Protocole  s&pare  signe  a  Constantinople  le  9-21  juillet 
1832  entre  les  Representants  des  trois  Cours  et  la  Porte 
Ottomane. 

(Extrait.) 

Les  Ministres  Ottomans  ayant  fait  valoir  a  plusieurs 
reprises  dans  le  cours  de  la  negociations  actuelle  I'impor- 
tance  de  certaines  garanties  qu'ils  jugeaient  necessaires  a 
la  conservation  de  la  tranquillite  du  Levant,  savoir  : 

1.  —  Que  les  forces  de  terre  et  de  mer  de  TEtat  grec 
fussent  limitees  au  nombre  suffisant  a.  la  police  et  au  bon 
ordre  du  pays  ; 

2.  —  Que  le  Gouvernement  grec  et  les  particuliers  grecs 
ne  rendissent  aucune  espece  de  service,  et  ne  donnassent 
aucune  assistance  aux  Puissances,  gouvernements,  peuples 
et  nations,  avec  lesquels  la  Sublime  Porte  pourrait  etre  en 
guerre,  mais  qu'ils  observassent  strictement  le  principe  de 
la  neutralite.  En  revanche,  la  Sublime  Porte  observerait  ce 
meme  principe  envers  le  gouvernement  grec  ; 

3.  _  Que  le  Gouvernement  grec  fut  tenu  de  I'extradition 
des  sujets  du  Grand  Seigneur  qui  pourraient  se  refugier 
sur  le  territoire  grec,  et  qui  seraient  reclames  par  la  Porte. 

Les  representants  des  trois  Cours  ont  €te  dans  le  cas  de 
repondre  que  ces  questions  etaient  tout  a  fait  hors  de  leurs 
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competence,  mais  que  toutefois  ils  ne  se  refuseraient  pas 
a  les  faire  valoir  en  en  referant  a  la  Conference  de  Lon- 
dres,  a  laquelle  appartient  de  leur  donner  la  suite  qu'elles 
peuvent  comport er. 

B.  Protocole  de  la  Conference  susmentionnee.    (Extrait.) 

Passant  ensulte  a  Texamen  du  protocole  ci-annexe,  por- 
tant  aussi  la  date  du  21  juillet  de  la  presente  annee,  et  que 
les  Repr6sentants  de  la  France,  de  la  Grande-Bretagne  et 
de  la  Ruissie  pres  de  la  Porte  Ottomane  se  sont  simple- 
ment  engages  a  mettre  sous  les  yeux  de  la  Conference  de 
Londres,  les  Plenipotentiaires  des  trois  Cours  ont  ete  d'avis 
que  malgre  le  vif  empressement  avec  lequel  les  Cours  se 
plaisent,  en  general,  a  accueillir  les  vceux  qui  leur  sont  ex- 
primes  au  nom  du  Sultan,  elles  se  trouvent  dans  Timpos- 
sibilit6  absolue  de  deferer  aux  demandes  que  le  dit  Pro- 
tocole enonce  de  la  part  de  la  Porte  Ottomane.  En  effet, 
quant  a  la  premiere  de  ces  demandes,  il  suffit  d'observer 
que  le  droit  d'entretenir  des  forces  de  terre  et  de  mer, 
sans  en  limiter  le  nombre,  est  un  droit  inherent  a  Tinde- 
pendance  d'un  Etat ;  que  I'ind^pendance  de  la  Grece  ei 
tous  les  droits  qui  y  sont  inh6rents,  ont  6te  consacres  par 
le  Protocole  du  3  f^vrier  1830,  que  la  Porte  Ottomane  a 
pleinement  accede  a  ce  Protocole,  et  qu'en  consequence  ni 
les  Cours  qui  Tont  sign§,  ni  la  Porte  Ottomane,  qui  y  a 
succ6d4,  ne  sauraient,  aujourd'hui,  sans  violer  leurs  enga- 
gements, restreindre  un  des  droits  que  ce  meme  Protocole 
accorde  a  la  Grece  dans  toute  leur  plenitude.  Les  mSmes 
raisons  militent  contre  la  seconde  demande  du  Gouverne- 
ment  Ottoman.  Le  droit  de  prendre  parti  dans  toute  la 
guerre  qui  delate  entre  les  Puissances  tierces,  est  aussi  un 
des  droits  inherents  a  Findependance  d'un  Etat,  a  moins 
que  cet  Etat  n'ait  ete  constitue  et  declare  perpetuellement 
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neutre.  Ainsi,  ne  possedant  pas  le  benefice  d'une  neutra- 
lilte  perpetuelle,  elle  ne  saurait  Stre  legitimement  tenue 
d'en  remplir  les  obligations. 

Pour  ce  qui  est  de  la  troisieme  demands  du  Gouverne- 
ment  Ottoman,  les  Pl^nipotentiaires  des  trois  Cours  ont 
pense  qu'elle  n'etait  pas  du  ressort  de  la  Conference  de 
Londres,  la  Conference  ne  pouvant  s'inuniscer  dans  des 
questions  qui  se  rattachent  a  la  legation  interieure  de  la 
Grece. 

23. 

Discours  prononc^  a  la  Chambre  des  Deputes  par  le  Due 
de  Broglie,  Ministre  des  Affaires  etrangeres  en  France. 
Dans  la  discussion  du  projet  de  loi  relatif  a  la  garantie 
de  Vemprunt  grec,  le  48  mai  i832. 

Extrait.  —  Due  de  Broglie,  Merits  et  discours.  Tome  II,  p. 
406,  415,  416,  432,  437-438.  # 

La  Gr^ce  est  reconnue  par  la  Porte;  elle  est  reconnue, 
son  existence  est  garantie  par  toutes  les  Puissances  :  le 
danger  exterieur  n'existe  pas. 

II  ajoutait  (le  plenipotentiaire  de  la  France  dans  le  sein 
de  la  Conference  a  Londres)  que  la  Baviere  etait  une  puis- 
sance du  second  ordre,  suffisante  pour  proteger  pendant 
quelque  temps  I'independance  de  la  Grece,  mais  trop  sepa- 
r6e  par  position  topographique,  et  trop  secondaire,  en  r^a- 
lit6  pour  pouvoir  porter  atteinte  k  son  independance. 

II  ajoutait  que,  par  la  necessite  mSme  des  circonstances, 
le  gouvernement  grec  aurait  besoin  de  la  protection  des 
trois  Puissances  pendant  quelque  temps,  et  que  cette  pro- 
tection, qui  pourrait  discrediter  un  prince  en  §-ge  de  tenir 
les  renes  de  TEtat,  etait  sans  inconvenient  pour  un  roi 
mineur. 
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II  congut  (le  Cabinet  frangais)  la  pensee,  la  genereuse 
pensee  de  rendre  a  la  Grece  de  ces  services  qui  ne  s'ou- 
blient  point,  de  ces  services  qui  demeurent  profondement 
graves  dans  la  memoire  des  peuples.  II  congut  la  pensee, 
la  genereuse  pensee  de  faire  de  la  Grece  un  Etat  vraiment 
independant,  independant  en  droit  et  en  fait,  un  Etat  libre 
de  choisir  ses  amis  et  ses  allies,  et  qui  ne  fut  necessaire- 
ment  sous  la  protection  de  personne. 

La  France  a  besoin,  ne  I'oublions  pas^  que  la  Grece  soit 
assez  forte  pour  se  passer  bientot  de  protecteurs. 

Tel  est  I'historique  de  la  question  grecque,  tel  est  le  pre- 
cis de  ces  longues  et  laborieuses  n6gociations. 

De  la  part  des  Grecs,  courage  indomptable,  perseverance 
k  toute  epreuve ;  habilete,  prudence  dans  leurs  rapports 
avec  les  Puissances  europeennes. 

De  la  part  des  nations  chretiennes,  interSt  soutenu,  cons- 
tant, universel  pour  la  cause  des  Grecs  ;  assistance  spon- 
tanee,  secours  volontSfres  en  hommes,  en  armes,  en  argent ; 
efforts  constants  de  Topinion  pour  triompher  de  Fhesita- 
tion  des  Cabinets. 

De  la  part  des  Cabinets,  apprehension  vraie  et  profonde 
des  dangers  que  la  question  grecque  faisait  courir  a  Tequi- 
llbre  de  TEurope,  par  I'agrandissement  probable  de  la  Rus- 
sie  ;  preoccupation  assidue  de  conjurer  ce  danger,  tantot 
en  travaillant  a  Fasservissement,  tantot  en  travaillant  a 
Taffranchissement  de  la  Grece. 

De  la  part  de  la  France,  enfin,  desir  sincere  et  eclaire, 
d6sir  couronne  de  succ^s,  non  seulement  de  delivrer  la 
Grece  du  joug  ottoman,  mais  de  faire  de  la  Grece  un  Etat 
veritable,  un  Etat  independant  de  droit  et  de  fait,  un  Etat 
qui  ne  soit  pas  place  officiellement  sous  la  tutelle  de  per- 
sonne, un  Etat  qui  n'ait  besoin  d'aucune  intervention  per- 
petuellement  officieuse,  un  Etat  libre,  pour  tout  dire,  de 
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choisir  ses  amis,  ses  alliees,  et  dispose  par  consequent  a 
tourner  constamment  ses  regards  vers  celle  des  puissances 
qui  Fa  rendu  tel,  vers  la  France,  qui  pent  lui  promettre  au 
besoin  son  assistance  sans  la  menacer  sans  cesse  de  sa 
protection. 

Le  resultat  est  obtenu.  Le  succes  est  complet.  La  Grece 
existe,  elle  est  independante.  Toute  I'Europe  la  reconnait  ; 
elle  ne  releve  d'aucune  puissance,  soit  a  titre  du  suzerain, 
soit  a  titre  de  garant. 


B.  Abdication  du  Roi  Othon  et  avdnement  au  trone  Helle- 
nique  du  Roi  Georges  ler. 

Earl  Russell  to  Earl  Cov^ley. 

Foreign  Office,  November  1,  i862. 

My  Lord, 

On  the  29th*  instant  I  had  several  interviews  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  affairs  of  Greece,  and  I  am  anxious  to  put  Your 
Excellency  in  possession,  as  soon  as  possible,  of  the  pur- 
port of  these  interviews. 

M.  Tricoupi,  the  charge  d'Affaires  of  Greece,  was  the 
first  to  come  to  me.  He  communicated  to  me  a  telegram 
from  M.  Diamantopoulos,  informing  M.  Tricoupi  that  a 
Provisional  Government  had  been  formed  at  Athens,  and 
that  he,  M.  Diamantopoulos,  was  charged  with  the  Foreign 
Department. 

M.  Tricoupi  asked  me  whether  I  had  any  advice  to  give. 
I  said  it  was  no  case  for  giving  advice.  Her  Majesty's 
government  had  not  yet  received  any  despatch  upon  this 
subject  from  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Athens,  and  were 
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only  informed  by  telegraph  of  the  leading  events.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's government  would  be  very  unwilling  to  interfere  in 
the  internal  affairs  of  Greece.  There  was  only  one  opinion 
which  I  felt  bound  to  state  at  the  outset,  and  that  way, 
that  I  hoped  there  would  be  no  incursions  on  Turkish  ter- 
ritory and  no  violation  of  the  Treaties  of  Peace  which 
bound  Greece  and  Turkey.  Mr.  Tricoupi,  I  said,  must  be 
aware  at  the  Treaties  which  bound  Great  Britain  and 
other  Great  Powers  to  maintain  the  integrity  of  Turkey. 
M.  Tricoupi  said  he  was  aware  of  those  Treaties,  and  he 
did  not  believe  that  there  existed  any  intention  to  violate 
the  Turkish  territory,  or  attack  Turkey  in  any  way. 

M.  Tricoupi  was  shortly  followed  by  Baron  Cetto.  He 
reminded  me  of  the  Treaties  which  guaranteed  the  Throne 
of  Greece.  I  answered  that  the  IVth  Article  of  the  Treaty 
of  London  of  May  1832  gave  a  guarantee  to  Greece  under 
the  sovereignty  of  Prince  Otho  of  Bavaria,  but  no  gua- 
rantee to  King  Otho  personnally.  Indeed,  a  guarantee  to 
maintain  King  Otho  on  the  Throne,  against  his  own  people 
and  in  spite  of  any  faults  he  might  commit'  would  be  so 
much  at  variance  with  the  principles  which  had  ever  gui- 
ded the  foreign  policy  of  Great  Britain,  that  I  could  say, 
at  once,  that  Great  Britain  would  not  use  force  to  restore 
the  Crown  of  Greece  to  King  Otho.  Baron  Cetto  then  dwelt 
on  the  Articles  of  the  Treaty  of  1852  which  relate  to  the 
succession  of  the  Throne,  and  asked  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  support  and  maintain  the  succession 
to  the  Throne,  supposing  king  Otho  to  abdicate,  of  the 
Bavarian  Princes. 

I  answered,  that  neither  would  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment support,  by  force,  the  succession  of  the  Bavarian 
Princes ;  that  the  Treaty  of  1852  evidently  contemplated 
a  peaceable  demise  of  the  Crown  on  the  part  of  King  Otho. 
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To  further  questions  of  Baron  Cetto  I  replied  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  advise  the  Greeks  to  follow 
the  order  of  succession  pointed  out  in  the  Treaties,  if  there 
appeared  any  chance  of  such  advice  being  accepted  ,  but 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  not  give  useless  advice, 
which  was  sure  to  be  rejected.  Baron  Cetto  left  me  with 
these  replies.  I  saw,  also  the  French  Ambassador.  To 
him  I  stated  that  I  thought  Great  Britain,  France  &  Russia 
should  not  interfere  in  the  affairs  of  Greece  beyond  the 
necessity  of  the  case  ;  that  we  were  ready  to  act  in  concert 
with  France,  and  to  consider,  when  we  had  furher  infor- 
mation, what  may  to  be  done.  Hitherto  we  had  given  no 
other  instructions  to  the  Admiralty  than  orders  to  protect 
British  persons  and  property,  and  to  provide  for  the  per- 
sonal safety  of  the  King  and  Queen  of  Greece.  The  Russian 
Ambassador  said  he  thought  any  discussion  as  to  the 
choice  of  a  Prince  was  premature.  The  first  point  he  wished 
to  ascertain  was  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
disposed  to  continue  to  act  in  concert  with  Russia  and 
France.  I  said  Her  Majesty's  Government  were  disposed  to 
act  in  concert  with  France  &  Russia  upon  this  subject. 

Baron  Brunnow  spoke,  also,  of  a  continuance  of  the 
guarantee  of  Greece  as  an  independent  State. 

I  said  Her  Majesty's  Government  were  desirous  to  main- 
tain the  independence  of  Greece  ;  but  the  question  of  a 
guarantee  was,  I  thought  in  present  circumstances,  pre- 
mature. 

RUSSELL. 


(Correspondence  respecting  the  revolution  in  Greece, 
October  1862,  presented  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament  by 
command  of  Her  Majesty  1863.  No  6.) 
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25. 

Earl  Russell  to  Mr.  Scarlett. 

Foreign  Office,  November  6,  1862. 
(Extrait.  Correspondance  ci-dessus  N    20). 

Sir, 

I  have  received  and  laid  before  the  Queen  your  despat- 
ches of  the  24th  and  25th  ultimo,  announcing  the  Revolu- 
tion v^hich  has  broken  out  in  Greece,  and  v^hich  has  led 
to  the  expulsion  of  King  Othon. 

The  Kingdom  of  Greece  having  by  the  transactions  of 
1832  been  acknowledged  as  an  independent  State,  the 
people  of  Greece  are  entitled  to  exercise  the  rights  of  natio- 
nal independence  ;  and  one  of  the  rights  which  belong  to 
an  independent  nation,  and  of  the  exercise  of  which  the 
history  of  Europe  affords  many  examples,  is  that  of  chan- 
ging its  governing  dynasty  upon  good  and  sufficient  cause. 

Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot  deny  that  the  Greeks 
have  had  good  and  sufficient  cause  for  the  steps  they  have 
taken,  and  Her  Majesty's  Government  therefore  can  see  no 
reason  why  any  Foreign  Powers  should  interfere  for  the 
purpose  of  calling  upon  the  Greeks  to  revoke  the  decision 
to  which  they  have  come.  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
glad  to  observe  that  this  revolution  has  been  accomplished 
without  violence  or  disorder  ;  and,  indeed,  the  unanimity 
which  has  been  displayed  on  this  occasion  by  the  Greek 
nation  is  of  itself  a  proof  that  the  discontent  which  led  to 
the  change  was  universal,  and  discontent  does  not  become 
universal  in  a  nation  unless  it  is  well-founded.  The  people 
of  Greece  will  now  have  a  most  important  duty  to  perform. 
They  will  have  to  choose  a  Sovereign  to  succeed  to  the 
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vacant  Throne.  The  Provisional  Government  are  about  to 
adopt  the  measure  best  calculated  for  this  purpose  ;  they 
are  going  to  summon  a  National  Assembly.  The  first  Natio- 
nal Assembly,  w^hich  vi^as  called  together  in  1843  to  frame 
a  constitution,  performed  its  duties  with  order,  modera- 
tion, and  good  sense.  It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  National 
Assembly  about  to  be  convoked  will  conduct  its  delibera- 
tions in  a  manner  equally  becoming.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  no  desire  to  interfere  in  that  matter,  nor  to 
influence  the  decision  which  the  Greeks  may  come  to  as 
to  the  choice  of  their  new  Sovereign,  except  to  remind  them 
that  by  the  agreements  and  engagements  concluded  in  1832 
between  England,  France  &  Russia,  no  person  connected 
with  the  Royal  or  Imperial  Family  of  either  of  the  three 
Powers  can  be  placed  upon  the  throne  of  Greece. 

26. 
Earl  Russell  to  Lord  Napier. 

Foreign  Office,  November  15,  1862. 
(Extrait.    Correspondance    ci-dessus    N     iO.) 

My  Lord, 

With  regard  to  the  succession  of  the  Greek  Throne,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  disposed  to  agree  with  Prince 
Gortchakoff  in  respecting  the  right  of  the  greek  people  to 
determine  their  own  destinies,  and  in  deprecating  the  injus- 
tice of  which  the  Protecting  Powers  would  be  guilty  in 
exerting  any  constraint  upon  the  Greeks  in  this  matter. 

Yet  this  respect  has  its  limits,  and  these  limits  are  to 
be  found  in  the  original  views  of  the  three  protecting  Po- 
wers when  they  first  undertook  to  interfere  between  Tur- 
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key  and  Greece,  and  the  engagements  into  which  they  have 
since  entered  in  regard  to  Greece. 

In  the  first  Protocol,  signed  at  St.  Petersbourg  in  April 
1826,  by  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  and  Count  Nesselrode, 
and  Prince  Lieven,  ii  was  stipulated,  in  article  V,  that  the 
Powers,  Great  Britain  and  Russia,  would  not  seek  to  exer- 
cise <(  any  exclusive  influence  »  in  Greece. 

The  Vfth  Article  of  the  Treaty  of  London,  of  July  1827, 
repeats  this  engagement,  and  binds  France  as  well  as  Great 
Britain  and  Russia. 

In  the  same  spirit,  the  Protocol  of  February  1830  binds 
the  three  Powers  to  the  following  effect :  <(  The  govern- 
ment of  Greece  shall  be  monarchical  and  hereditary  by 
order  of  primogeniture.  It  shall  be  confided  to  a  Prince  who 
cannot  be  chosen  from  among  those  belonging  to  families 
reigning  in  the  States  who  signed  the  Treaty  of  July  1827. 

In  this  manner  the  three  Powers  barred  out  that  «  exclu- 
sive influence  »  which  the  Duke  of  Wellington  and  Count 
Nesselrode  renounced  in  the  Protocol  of  1826. 


27. 

Earl  Cowley  to  Earl  Russell. 

Paris,  November  2/,  1862. 

(Extrait.  Correspondance  ci-dessus  N^  5i). 

I  received  late  yesterday  evening  a  letter  form  M.  Drouyn 
de  Lhuys,  covering  a  note  verbale  containing  the  answer 
of  the  Emperor  to  the  proposal  made  by  Her  Majesty's 
government  in  your  Lordship's  despatch  of  the  17th  instant, 
with  reference  to  the  succession  to  the  vacant  throne  of 
Greece. 
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Copies  of  these  papers  are  inclosed  herewith. 
Inclosure  2  in  N^  54. 

It  appears  from  the  communications  made,  as  above,  that 
Lord  Russell  proposes  to  the  Cabinets  of  Paris  and 
St.  Petersbourg  to  declare  at  Athens  that  the  three  pro- 
tecting Courts  consider  the  engagements  stipulated  in  the 
Protocol  of  February  3,  1830,  to  be  in  force  at  all  times, 
and  that  if  a  Prince  who  belongs  to  one  of  these  three 
Sovereign  Families  were  called  to  the  Throne  by  the  vote 
of  the  Greeks,  this  Prince  would  not  be  recognized  by  them. 

The  Emperor's  government  is  prepared  to  make  known 
at  Athens  the  declarations  exchanged  by  them  in  this  mat- 
ter with  the  Cabinets  of  England  and  Russia,  and  to  con- 
sider itself  as  bound  by  its  former  engagements..  But  they 
would  not  think  themselves  authorised  to  refuse  indefini- 
tely their  recognition  of  a  Prince  whom  the  Hellenic 
nation,  without  taking  account  of  these  declarations,  should 
elect  by  free  suffrage. 

To  day  the  case  is  not  the  same  as  that  in  1830.  In  1830 
the  three  Courts  acted  in  virtue  of  an  express  delegation 
of  Power  by  Greece  in  naming  a  King.  At  that  time  they 
were  able  to  place  certain  restriction  upon  their  choice,  as 
to  the  candidateship.  To-day,  on  the  contrary,  Greece  exer- 
cised her  tight  directly,  and  we  should  ignore  it  by  impo- 
sing upon  her  some  or  other  exclusions  under  the  commi- 
natory  clause  of  an  absolute  denial  of  recognition. 

28. 
M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuy's  circular  of  the  affairs  of  Greece. 

Paris,  Decembre  4,  ^562. 
(Extrait.    Correspondance    ci-dessus   inclosure    in   No    iSi). 
The  affairs  of  Greece  have  strongly  occupied  the  atten- 
tion of  Europe  for  some  time  past.  They  have  some  parti- 
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cularly  attracted  the  attention  of  the  three  Powers  who 
guaranteed  Hellenic  independance,  and  they  have  led  to 
continuous  communications  between  those  Powers,  the 
result  of  which,  we  trust,  will  be  a  complete  unanimity  of 
opinions. 

The  Government  of  Her  Britannic  Majestiy  proposed  to 
us  a  joint  action,  with  the  view  of  declaring  at  Athens  that 
the  three  Prewersing  Courts  regarded  the  engagements  of 
the  London  Protocol  as  being  still  in  force,  and  that  they 
could  not  recognize  the  election  of  a  Prime  belonging  to 
one  of  three  families  of  France,  England  and  Russia.  The 
idea  of  proclaiming  in  each  case  the  obligations  agreed 
upon  in  1830  was  only  in  conformity  with  our  own  inten- 
tions ;  and  we  expressed  them  spontaneously  at  Athens  on 
the  morrow  of  the  revolution.  Thus  we  replied  to  the  Lon- 
don Cabinet  that  we  were  quite  ready  to  make  known  to 
the  Provisional  Government  at  Greece  that  we  considered 
ourselves  bound  by  our  former  obligations.  The  principles 
of  our  public  law  did  not,  it  is  true,  authorize  us  to  esta- 
blish, in  an  official  document,  that  we  should  indefinitely 
refuse  to  recognize  a  Sovereign,  who  had  been  elected  by 
the  free  and  spontaneous  suffrage  of  Greece,  in  opposition 
to  the  mutual  engagements  of  the  Powers  ;  but,  with  this 
reserve,  we  had  no  objection  to  join  in  the  views  of  the 
English  Government,  and  to  agree  with  it  and  with  the 
Russian  Cabinet  to  exclude  every  candidature  not  within 
the  conditions  prescribed  by  the  stipulations  of  the  London 
Conference. 

29. 
Declaration  made   by   Mr.  Elliot,  Envoy   extraordinary   of 
the    British    Government    to    the    Provisional    Hellenic 
Government,  communicated  to  the  2nd  Hellenic  Naional 
Assembly  on  the  Sist  of  January  i863. 
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On  the  refusal  of  H.  R.  H.  Prince  Alfred  of  England   to 
accept  the  Greek  throne. 

(Translated  from  the  Greek). 

«  The  communication  which  you  have  recently  addres- 
((  sed  to  me  is  so  honouring  that  I  am  sorry  but  must 
«  answer  it  in  the  manner  imposed  on  me  by  duty. 

((  The  extreme  confidence  which  the  Hellenic  Nation 
«  has  in  the  Constitutional  principles  that  have  always 
((  guided  Her  Majesty  the  Queen,  and  the  natural  expecta- 
((  tion  that  Her  Son  would  be  th€  heir  of  his  distinguished 
«  parents'  qualities  must  have  indeed  kindled  the  spon- 
<(  taneously  manifested  enthusiasm  for  the  name  of  H.  R. 
u  H.  Prince  Alfred. 

((  The  three  protecting  Powers,  however,  have  declared 
((  the  Protocol  of  February  1830,  which  excluded  from  the 
«  Greek  throne  the  members  of  their  reigning  families,  to 
«  be  still  in  force,  and  I  am,  therefore,  ordered  to  announce 
((  that  H.  R.  H.  Prince  Alfred  cannot  accept  or  wear  the 
((  Crown  which  the  Greek  Nation  is  now  offering  to  Him. 

«  But  my  instructions  require  me  to  express,  in  addi- 
((  tion  to  this  declaration,  that  Her  Majesty  greatly  values 
«  this  spontaneous  and  thus  unanimously  offered  by  the 
((  people,  proof  of  friendship  and  confidence  which  has 
«  secured  them  the  strong  sympathy  of  the  British  Nation. 

((  I  must,  moreover,  seize  this  occasion  in  order  to  say 
«  that,  in  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  the 
((  chief  care  of  the  Greek  Nation  ought  to  be  the  election 
((  of  a  Ruler  who  would  not  seek  to  abolish  the  constitu- 
{<  tional  rule  by  force,  nor  alter  its  form  by  corruption. 

((  The  princes  who  on  that  respect  present  the  greatest 
((  guarantees  are  those  who  by  their  firm  adherence  to  the 
((  liberal  ideals  have  won  renown  in  Europe;   and   as  to 
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«  this  nobody  more  than  the  Duke  of  Coburg  is  entitled  to 
<(  the  general  esteem. 

«  Her  Majesty  hopes  that  this  advice,  which  She  submits, 
«  will  not  be  considered  by  the  Hellenic  Nation  otherwise 
«  than  as  a  proof  of  appreciation  for  the  confidence  shown 
((  by  that  nation  to  the  Royal  Family  of  England  and  the 
«  principles  of  political  liberty,  on  which  are  based  the 
«  legislation  of  Great-Britain.  And,  considering  that  it  is 
«  impossible  for  Her  Son  Prince  Alfred  to  accept  the  crown 
((  of  Greece,  Her  Majesty  believes  that  She  is  offering,  as  a 
«  compensation,  a  proof  of  confidence  by  submitting  to  the 
«  attention  of  the  Greeks  the  name  of  a  Prince  who,  on  ac- 
«  count  of  the  close  ties  connecting  him  since  long  to  En- 
«  gland  probably  possesses  some  of  the  chief  qualities  that 
«  the  Greek  Nation  seems  wishing  to  find  in  the  person  of 
«  him  whom  they  will  elect  as  their  ruler. 

<(  Although  compelled  by  duty  to  decline  on  behalf  of 
«  Her  Majesty  the  crown  offered  to  H.  R.  H.  Prince  Alfred, 
«  we  can  confidently  hope  that  the  latterly  shown  feelings 
«  of  mutual  friendship  and  esteem  will  continue  existing 
<(  in  their  full  vigour  among  the  two  Nations  ». 

30. 

Election  of  King  George  I  by  the  second  National  Assembly 
of  the  Hellenes,  on  March  48,  1863. 

Decree  25. 

The  second  Assembly  of  the  Hellenes  in  Athens  decrees  : 

Art.  8.  —  Proclaims  unanimously  Prince  of  Denmark 

Christian,   William-Ferdiand-Adolf-George,    second   Son   of 

Prince  Christian  of  Denmark  constitutional  King  of  the 

Hellenes  under  the  name  of  George  I,  King  of  Hellenes. 
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Art.  2.  —  His  legal  heirs  will  profess  the  Eastern  Ortho- 
dox dogm. 

Art.  3.  —  A  Committee  of  three  members,  elected  by  the 
Assembly  will  proceed  to  Copenhagen  and  in  the  name  of 
the  Hellenic  Nation  offer  Him  the  Crown. 

31. 

Conditions  put  by  the  Danish  Government  for  the  accep- 
tance of  the  hellenic  throne  by  the  elected  King  George 
I,  communicated  to  the  National  Assembly  of  the  Helle- 
nes on  April  26,  i863. 

A.  A  Protocol  will  be  drawn  up,  wherein  it  will  be  for- 
mally stated  that  the  protecting  Powers  have  acknowledged 
that  Otho  and  his  dynasty  can  no  more  detain  the  Helle- 
nic throne  and  that,  according  to  their  wish  Prince  Wil- 
liam accepts  the  throne  of  Greece,  offered  to  him  by  the 
Hellenic   Nation. 

"F.  The  three  Powers  will  warrant  not  only  the  present 
hellenic  territory,  but  also  its  augmentation,  which  will  be 
effected  by  the  annexation  of  the  Ionian  Islands  ;  in  con- 
sequence of  this  annexation  the  Powers  will  worrant  to 
Prince  William  a  pension  for  life  from  the  income  of  the 
Seven   Islands. 

Protocole  de  la  Conf&rence  tenue  au  Foreign  Office  le  26 
juin  4863:  x 

Presents :  Les  Pl^nipotentiaires  de  France,  Grande-Breta- 
gne  et  Russie. 

Apres  avoir  signe  le  Protocole  du  5  courant,  relatif  aux 
arrangements  k  prendre  pour  faciliter  Tavenement  du 
Prince  Guillaume  au  trone  de  Gr^ce,  les  P16nipotentiaires 
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de  France,  Grande-Bretagn©  et  Russie  ont  juge  necessaire 
de  consigner  par  ecrit  Tarrangement  conclu  entre  leurs 
Cours  touchant  les  points  ci-apres  : 

1°  En  ce  qui  regarde  la  garantie  de  I'existence  politique 
du  Royaume  de  Grece,  les  trois  Puissances  Protectrices 
maintiennent  simplement  les  termes  dans  lesquelles  elle 
est  enoncee  a  I'article  4  de  la  Convention  du  7  mai  1832.  II 
est  convenu  que  les  iles  loniennes  seront  comprises  dans 
cette  garantie,  lorsque  leur  reunion  au  Royaume  de  Grece 
aura  obtenu  I'assentiment  des  parties  interessees. 

2o  En  ce  qui  regarde  les  obligations  financieres  que  la 
Grece  a  contract6es  vis-a-vis  des  trois  Puissances  Protec- 
trices pour  compte  de  I'emprunt,  en  vertu  de  I'article  12  de 
la  Convention  du  7  mai  1832,  il  est  entendu  que  les  Cours 
de  France,  d'Angleterre  et  de  Russie  veilleront,  de  concert, 
a  la  stricte  execution  de  Tengagement  propose  a  Athenes 
par  les  representants  des  trois  Puissances,  et  accepte  par  le 
Gouvernement  grec,  avec  le  concours  des  Chambres  au  mois 
de  juin  1860.  Les  representants  des  trois  Puissances  en 
Grece  recevront,  k  cette  fin,  des  instructions  redigees  dans 
le  m§me  esprit  pour  leur  servir  de  regie  de  conduite.  Les 
trois  Cours  se  communiqueront  entre  elles  ces  instructions 
destinies  k  prot6ger  leurs  interSts  par  des  efforts  combi- 
nes. Baron  Gros,  Russell,  Brunnow. 

33. 

Convention  signee  a  Londres,  le  13  juillet  1863,  entre  le  Da- 
nemark  d'une  part,  et  la  France,  la  Grande-Bretagne 
et  la  Russie  d'autre  part  pour  Vaccession  du  Roi 
George  I  au  trdne  de  Grdce.  (Extrait.) 

Article  premier.  —  S.  M.  le  Roi  de  Danemark,  d'accord 
avec  le  Prince  Christian  de  Danemark,   agissant   comme 
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tuteur  de  son  deuxi^me  fils,  le  Prince  Christian-Guillaume- 
Ferdinand-Adolphus-Georges,  accepte,  pour  ce  Prince  encore 
mineur,  la  souverainet6  heriditaire  de  la  Grece  offerte  a 
lui  par  TAssemblee  Nationale  des  Grecs,  au  nom  de  la  Na- 
tion grecque. 

Art.  3.  —  La  Grece,  sous  la  souverainet6  du  Prince  Guil- 
laume  de  Danemark  et  la  garantie  des  trois  Cours,  forme 
un  Etat  monarchique,  independant,  constitutionel. 

Art.  5.  —  Les  lies  loniennes,  des  que  sera  accomplie  leur 
annexion  au  Royaume  grec,  seront  comprises  dans  la  ga- 
rantie contractee  par  I'article  3  de  la  dite  Convention. 

N.  —  Voir  le  contenu  des  N^s  32  et  33  dans  le  Nouveau 
Recueil  general  des  Traites,  continuation  du  Grand  Recueil, 
de  G.  Fr.  de  Martens,  par  Charles  Samwer,  Tome  XVII, 
Partie  II,  p.  78-81. 

Union  des  ties  loniennes  au  Royaume  helUnique. 

Memorandum  presente  au  Gouvernement  Provisoire  de  la 
Grdce  par  Venvoye  Extraordinaire  de  S.  M.  Rritannique, 
Sir  H.  Elliot,  le  25  decembre  1862. 

(Correspondance  respecting  the  revolution  in  Greece,  Octo- 
ber 1862,  m  130.) 

It  is  Her  Majesty's  earnest  desire  to  contribute  to  the  wel- 
fare and  prosperity  of  Greece. 

The  Treaties  of  1827  and  1832  bear  evidence  of  this  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  British  Crown. 

The  Provisional  Government  of  Greece  declared,  upon  the 
withdrawal  of  King  Otho  from  Greece,  that  their  mission 
is  to  maintain  for  Greece  Constitutional  monarchy  and  the 
relations  of  peace  with  all  other  States. 

If  the  new  Assembly  of  the  Representatives  of  the  Greek 
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Nation  should  prove  faitful  to  this  declaration,  should  main- 
tain Constitutional  Monarchy,  and  should  refrain  from  all 
agression  against  neighbouring  States,  and  if  they  should 
choose  a  Sovereign  against  whom  no  well-formed  objection 
could  be  raised,  Her  Majesty  would  see  in  this  course  of 
conduct  a  promise  of  future  freedom  and  happiness  for 
Greece.  In  such  a  case,  Her  Majesty,  with  a  view  to  streng- 
then the  Greek  Monarchy,  would  be  ready  to  announce  to 
the  Senate  and  Representatives  of  the  Monarchy  of  Greece, 
and  form  with  Greece,  one  United  State;  and  if  this  wish 
could  be  expressed  also  by  the  Ionian  Legislature,  Her  Ma- 
jesty would  then  take  steps  for  obtaining  the  concurrence 
of  the  Powers  who  were  parties  of  the  Treaty  by  which  the 
seven  Ionian  Islands  and  their  Dependencies  were  placed 
as  a  separate  State  under  the  Protectorate  of  the  British 
Crown. 

I  am  to  take  care,  in  my  communications  upon  this  sub- 
ject, to  make  it  understand  that  the  election  of  a  Prince 
who  should  be  the  symbol  and  precursor  of  revolutionary 
dusturbances,  or  of  the  adoption  of  an  agressive  policy 
towards  Turkey,  would  prevent  any  relinquishment  of  Her 
Majesty's  Protectorate  of  the  Ionian  Islands. 

Her  Majesty's  Government  trust  that  in  the  selection  of 
a  Sovereign  to  rule  over  Greece,  the  Greek  Assembly  will 
choose  for  their  King  a  Prince  from  whom  they  can  expect 
a  regard  for  religious  liberty,  a  respect  for  constitutional 
freedom,  and  a  sincere  love  of  peace.  A  Prince  possessing 
these  qualities  will  be  fitted  to  promote  the  happiness  of 
Greece,  and  will  be  honoured  with  the  friendship  and  confi- 
dence of  Her  Majesty  the  Queen. 

Traite  entre  S.  M.  VEmpereur  d'Autriche,  VEmpereur  des 
Frangais,  la  Reine  de  la  Grande-Bretagne  et  d'Irlande, 
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le  Roi  de  Prusse  et  VEmpereur  de  toutes  les  Russies, 
relatif  aux  lies  loniennes,  signe  a  Londres  le  2-H  no- 
vembre  1863. 

(Extrait). 

Sa  Majeste  la  Reine'du  Royaume  Uni  de  la  Grande-Bre- 
tagne  et  d'Irlande,  ayant  fait  connaitre  a  Leurs  Majeste 
rEmpereiir  des  Frangais,  TEmpereur  d'Autriche,  le  Roi  de 
Prusse  et  TEmpereur  de  toutes  les  Russies,  que  TAssemblee 
legislative  des  Etats-Unis  des  iles  loniennes  dument  infor- 
mees  de  Tintention  de  Sa  Majeste  de  consentir  a  I'union  de 
ces  iles  au  Royaume  de  Grece,  s'est  prononcee  unanime- 
ment  en  faveur  de  cette  union,  et  la  condition  etablie  par 
la  derniere  clause  du  Protocole  signe  par  les  Plenipoten- 
tiaires  des  cinq  Puissances,  le  ler  avril  dernier,  se  trouvant 
aussi  remplie,  Leurs  dites  Majestes,  savoir,  TEmpereur  des 
Frangais,  TEmpereur  d'Autriche,  la  Reine  du  Royaume  Uni 
de  la  Gran de-B ret agne  et  d'Irlande,  le  Roi  de  Prusse  et 
TEmpereur  de  toutes  les  Russies,  ont  resolu  de  constater 
par  un  Traite  solennel  Fassentiment  qu'elles  ont  donne  a 
cette  union,  en  stipulant  les  conditions  sous  lesquelles  elle 
s'effectuerait. 

Article  premier.  —  Sa  Majeste  la  Reine  du  Royaume  Uni 
de  la  Grande-Bretagne  et  d'Irlande  renonce,  sous  les  con- 
ditions ci-dessous  specifiees  au  protectorat  des  iles  de  Cor- 
fou,  Cephalonie,  Zante,  Sainte-Maure,  Ithaque,  Cerigo  et 
Paxo,  avec  leurs  dependances,  que  le  Traite,  signe  a  Paris, 
le  5  novembre  1815,  par  les  Plenipotentiaires  d'Autriche,  de 
la  Grande-Bretagne,  de  Prusse  et  de  Russie,  a  constitutes 
en  un  seul  Etat  libre  et  independant,  sous  la  denomination 
d'Etats-Unis  des  lies  loniennes,  placee  sous  la  protection 
immediate  et  exclusive  de  Sa  Majesty  le  Roi  du  Royaume 
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Uni  de  la  Grande-Bretagne  et  d'Irlande,  ses  heritiers  et 
successeurs. 

Leurs  Majest^s  TEmpereur  des  Frangais,  I'Empereur 
d'Autriche,  le  Roi  de  Prusse  et  TEinpereur  de  toutes  les 
Russies  acceptent,  sous  les  conditions  ci-dessous  specifiees, 
I'abandon  que  Sa  Majeste  la  Reine  *du  Royaume  Uni  de  la 
Grande-Bretagne  et  dlrlande  fait  du  protectorat  des  Etats- 
Unis  des  lies  loniennes  et  reconnaissent  conjointement 
avec  Sa  Majesty  Funion  des  dits  Etats  au  Royaume  Hel- 
16nique. 

Article  second.  —  Les  lies  loniennes,  apr^s  leur  union 
au  Royaume  de  Grece,  jouiront  des  avantages  d'une  neu- 
trality perp6tuelle,  et,  en  consequence,  aucune  force  armee, 
navale  ou  militaire,  ne  pourra  jamais  §tre  reunie  ou  sta- 
tionnee  sur  le  territoire  ou  dans  les  eaux  de  ces  iles,  au 

dela   du   nombre   strictement   n^cessaire    pour   maintenir 

Tordre  public  et  pour  assurer  la  perception  des  revenus  de 

I'Etat. 

Les  Hautes  Parties  contractantes  s'engagent  a  respecter 

le  principe  de  neutralite  stipule  par  le  present  article. 

Article  sixidme.  —  Les  Cours  de  France,  de  la  Grande- 
Bretagne  et  de  Russie,  en  leur  qualite  de  Puissances  ga- 
rantes  du  Royaume  de  Gr^ce,  se  reservent  de  conclure  un 
Traite  avec  le  Gouvernement  Hell6nique  sur  les  arrange- 
ments que  pourra  n^cessiter  la  reunion  des  lies  loniennes 
k  la  Gr^ce. 

Les  forces  militaires  de  Sa  Majesty  la  Reine  du  Royau- 
me Uni  de  la  Grande-Bretagne  et  d'Irlande  seront  retirees 
du  territoire  des  Etats-Unis  des  lies  loniennes  dans  I'espace 
de  trois  mois,  ou  plus  tot,  si  faire  se  peut,  apr^s  la  ratifi- 
cation du  susdit  Traits. 
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British  Foreign  Ofp,ce. 


To  the  Ambassador  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  at  the 
Courts   of  Paris,    Vienna,   Berlin  and   St-Petersbourg, 
a  of  November  1863. 

(Translated  from  the  Greek). 

«  The  proposal,  however,  of  uniting  the  Ionian  Islands 
«  with  Greece  has  disturbed  the  neighbouring  States,  Aus- 
«  tria  and  Turkey.  Those  States  have  expressed  the  ap- 
«  prehension  that  a  revolutionary  party  helped  by  armed 
«  bands,  might  raid  the  neighbouring  provinces  and  cause 
«  disturbances  that  even  the  Greek  Government,  though 
«  well  intentioned,  will  be  unable  to  prevent  or  punish. 

((  In  such  an  event  the  Island  of  Corfou  may  become  a 
«  source  of  disturbance,  whilst  bands  of  armed  volunteers, 
<(  beaten  in  Albania  or  Dalmatia,  may  find  a  safe  refuge 
«  within  the  walls  of  so  strong  a  fortress,  whence  they 
«  might  again  raid,  in  order  to  loot  and  disturb,  the  neigh- 
«  bouring  provinces  of  Austria  and  Turkey. 

((  Thus  the  tranquillity  of  the  I"slands  may  be  interrup- 
<(  ted,  and  their  welbeing  ruined  not  only  by  the  revolu- 
«  tionary  campaign,  but  also  by  the  necessary  measures 
«  to  meet  and  suppress  such  bold  attacks. 

«  On  account  of  these  apprehensions  the  Austrian  Impe- 
«  rial  Government  proposed  to  Her  British  Majesty  those 
((  clauses  of  the  treaty  aiming  at  the  diminishing,  if  not 
«  the  suppression,  of  those  dangers.  One  of  those  clauses 
((  is  the  Ionian  Islands'  neutrality,  and  the  other  the  dis- 
((  mantlement  of  the  Corfu  forts.  The  British  Government, 
((  taking   into   consideration   both   the   Islands'   prosperity 
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and  the  security  of  Europe,  is  willing  to  accept  the  afore- 
said conditions. 

«  In  their  opinion  the  welfare  of  the  Islands  and  that 
of  the  Hellenic  Kingdom  will  be  promoted  by  the  culti- 
vation of  the  arts  of  peace.  The  best  fruits  of  a  free  and 
independent  Greece  will  be  a  flourishing  commerce  and 
agriculture  unburdened  by  taxes,  exceeding  the  country's 
means,  for  the  maintainance  of  great  military  forces. 
The  Greek  States-men  must  avoid  evils  that  would  result 
from  the  maintainance  of  an  army  unadequate  to  the 
means  of  Greece,  and  from  an  agressive  and  ambitious 
foreign  policy. 

((  Her  Majesty  is  ready,  in  common  with  France  and 
Russia  to  warrant  the  new  Kingdom's  independence  as 
soon  as  the  Ionian  Islands  be  united  to  it. 
((  Her  Majesty,  therefore,  aiming  at  the  home  welfare 
of  Greece  and  the  Ionian  Islands,  and  also  to  the  exter- 
nal tranquillity  and  security  of  her  Allies,  the  Emperor 
of  Austria  and  the  Ottoman  Sultan,  is  ready  to  recom- 
mend to  the  signators  of  the  Treaty  of  November  1815, 
and  the  Treaty  of  1832,  concerning  the  protection  and 
warrant  of  Greece,  the  acceptance  of  the  treaty  securing 
the  neutrality  of  the  Ionian  Islands,  and  the  demolishing 
of  the  Corfu  forts.  »  (Sign)  :     RUSSELL. 

37. 

Treaty  between  Greece,  France  England  and  Russia  con- 
cerning the  Ionian  Islands  annexation  to  the  Kingdom 
of  Greece,  signed  in  London  on  March  i7-29,  i864^. 

(Passage) 

Au  nom  de  la  Tres-Sainte  et  Indivisible  Trinite 
Sa  Majeste  la  Reine  du  Royaume  Uni  de  la  Grande-Bre- 
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tagne  et  dlrlande  a  fait  connaitre  a  TAssemblee  Legisla- 
tive des  Etats-Unis  des  lies  loniennes  qu'en  vue  de  reunir 
eventuellement  ces  lies  au  Royaume  de  Gr^ce,  Elle  etait 
pr§te,  si  le  Parlement  lonien  en  exprimait  le  voeu,  a  faire 
abandon  du  Protectorat  de  ces  lies,  confle  a  Sa  Majeste  par 
le  Traite  conclu  a  Paris,  le  24  octobre  (5  novembre)  1815, 
entre  les  Cours  d'Autriche,  de  la  Grande-Bretagne,  de 
Prusse  et  de  Russie.  Ce  voeu  ayant  ete  manifeste  par  un 
vote  de  la  dite  Assemblee  Legislative,  rendu  a  I'unanimite 
des  voix,  le  7-19  octobre  1863,  Sa  Majeste  Britannique  a 
consenti,  par  I'article  ler  du  Traite  conclu,  le  2-14  novem- 
bre 1863,  entre  Sa  Majeste  I'Empereur  d'Autriche,  TEmpe- 
reur  des  Frangais,  le  Roi  de  Prusse  et  FEmpereur  de  toutes 
les  Russies  a  renoncer  au  dit  Protectorat,  sous  de  certaines 
conditions  specifiees  dans  le  Traite  precite  et  definies  depuis 
lors  par  les  protocoles  subsequents. 

De  leur  c6t6,  Leurs  Majestes  FEmpereur  d'Autriche, 
FEmpereur  des  Frangais,  le  Roi  de  Prusse  et  FEmpereur 
de  toutes  les  Russies,  ont  consenti,  par  le  meme  article  et 
sous  les  memes  conditions,  a  accepter  cette  renonciation, 
et  a  reconnaitre,  conjointement  avec  Sa  Majeste  Britan- 
nique, Funion  de  ces  lies  au  Royaume  de  Gr^ce. 

En  vertu  de  I'article  V  du  Traite  signe  a  Londres  le 
1-13  juillet  1863,  il  a  ete  convenu,  en  outre,  d'un  commun 
accord,  entre  Sa  Majesty  FEmpereur  des  Frangais,  Sa 
Majeste  Britannique  et  Sa  Majeste  FEmpereur  de  toutes 
les  Russies,  que  les  lies  loniennes,  lorsque  leur  reunion  au 
Royaume  de  Grece  aurait  6te  effectu6e,  comme  I'article  IV 
du  m§me  Trait6  Fa  prevu,  seraient  comprises  dans  la  ga- 
rantie  stipulee  en  faveur  de  la  Grece  par  les  Cours  de 
France,  de  la  Grande-Bretagne  et  de  Russie  en  vertu  de 
la  Convention  signee  a  Londres,  le  25  avril-7  mai  1832. 

En  consequence,  d'accord  avec  les  stipulations  du  Traite 
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du  1-13  julllet  1863,  et  conformement  aux  termes  de  Par- 
ticle VI  du  Traite  du  2-14  novembre  1863,  par  lequel  les 
Cours  de  France,  de  la  Grande-Bretagne  et  de  Russie,  en 
leur  qualite  de  Puissances  garantes  du  Royaume  de  Grece, 
se  sont  reserve  de  conclure  un  Traite  avec  le  Gouverne- 
ment  Hellenique  sur  les  arrangements  que  pourra  neces- 
siter  la  reunion  des  lies  loniennes  a  la  Grece,  Leurs  dites 
Majestes  ont  r^solu  de  proceder  a  negocier  avec  Sa  Majeste 
le  Roi  des  Hellenes  un  Traite,  a  Teffet  de  mettre  a  execution 
les  stipulations  ci-dessus  mentionnees. 

Sa  Majesty  le  Roi  des  Hellenes  ayant  donne  son  assen- 
timent  a  la  conclusion  de  ce  Traite,  Leurs  dites  Majestes 
ont  nomme  pour  leurs  Pl§nipotentiaires,  savoir : 


Lesquels  apres  avoir  echang^  leurs  pleins  pouvoirs,  trou- 
v§s  en  bonne  et  due  forme,  ont  arrete  et  signe  les  articles 
suivants  : 

Article  ler. 

Sa  Majeste  la  Reine  du  Royaume  Uni  de  la  Grande-Bre- 
tagne et  dlrlande,  d^sirant  realiser  le  voeu  que  FAssemblee 
Legislative  des  Etats-Unis  des  Hes  loniennes  a  exprime  de 
voir  ces  lies  r6unies  a  la  Grece,  a  consenti,  sous  les  con- 
ditions specifi6es  ci-apr6s,  a  renoncer  au  Protectorat  des 
lies  de  Corfou,  C6phalonie,  Zante,  Sainte-Maure,  Ithaque, 
C6rigo  et  Paxo  avec  leurs  d6pendances,  lesquelles,  en  vertu 
du  Traite  sign6  a  Paris  le  24  octobre-5  novembre  1815  par 
les  Plenipotentiaires  d'Autriche,  de  la  Grande-Bretagne, 
de  Prusse  et  de  Russie,  ont  ete  constitutes  en  un  seul  Etat 
libre  et  ind^pendant  sous  la  denomination  d'Etats-Unis  des 
lies  loniennes,  place  sous  la  protection  immediate  et  exclu- 
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sive  de  Sa  Majeste  le  Roi  du  Royaume  Uni  de  la  Grande- 
Bretagne  et  d'Irlande,  Ses  heritiers  et  successeurs. 

En  consequence,  Sa  Majeste  TEmpereur  des  Frangais, 
Sa  Majeste  Britannique  et  Sa  Majeste  I'Empereur  de  toutes 
les  Russies  en  leur  quality  de  signataires  de  la  Convention 
du  25  avril-7  mai  1832  reconnaissent  cette  union  et  decla- 
rent  que  la  Grece,  sous  les  limites  d6termin6es  par  Farran- 
gement  conclu  a  Constantinople,  entre  les  Cours  de  France, 
de  la  Grande-Bretagne  et  de  Russie,  avec  la  Porte  Otto- 
mane,  le  9-21  juillet  1832  —  y  compris  les  lies  loniennes  — 
formera  un  Etat  monarchique,  independant  et  constitu- 
tionnel,  sous  la  souverainet6  de  Sa  Majeste  le  Roi  George, 
et  sous  la  garantie  des  trois  Cours. 


The  Work  of  Delivery 
Translating  from   the   Greek  (Eleftheros   Typos). 

As  our  yesterday's  article  might  lead  to  misinterpreta- 
tion and  has  given  tise  to  the  belief  of  a  resurrection  of 
dead  military  leagues,  we  are  obliged  to  explain  that  those 
who  instigated  it,  never  thought  of  mixing  in  politics.  As 
honest  workers  of  a  strong  and  respected  Greece,  having 
their  body  pierced  through,  as  the  ancient's  philosopher's 
cloak,  by  the  lances  and  spears  of  the  enemy,  to  whom 
the  greek  nation  was  delivered  by  madmen,  whose  crime 
has  been  paid  for  with  the  blood  and  the  heavy  sacrifices 
of  the  people,  they  simply  assert  that  they  will  never  allow 
in  the  future,  this  page  of  shame  to  be  reprinted,  by  those 
who  yearn  to  bring  it  back,  only  in  order  to  destroy  the 
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work  of  their  great  rival.  This  decision  is  flung  at  the  face 
of  the  great  culprits  —  and  to  them  alone  —  as  a  final 
and  irrevocable  determination.  In  vain,  do  parasite  cour- 
tiers and  political  fools,  who  insulted  the  Despot  in  the 
coarsest  terms,  when  it  was  dangerous  to  worship  him, 
have  tried  to  appear  his  champions,  when  they  believed 
that  their  advocation  would  bring  to  them  the  beslaved 
and  beheaded  flock,  yearning  for  his  restoration.  In  vain 
do  unsuccessful  diplomats,  who  having  learnt  nothing 
from  Europe's  revolutionary  clearing  up,  unset  in  mystical 
tea-parties,  hoping  to  establish  (( successions »  lawful  only 
in  their  own  shortsightedness.  Those  who  have  left  their 
modest  and  shaded  corner  on  purpose  to  say  through  us, 
a  few  words  are  in  knowledge  of  everything,  follow  up 
everything  and  are  ready  to  do  their  duty  at  a  word's 
notice  when  called  upon,  if  the  legal  forces  of  the  State 
remain  inactive.  Their  duty  will  be  limited  to  the  safe- 
guard of  the  Greek  Country,  from  those  who  are  ruining 
it,  either  beneath  the  diadem  <(  of  God  select »  or  under  the 
top-hat  of  aspirant  Prime  Minister,  or  again  with  the  red- 
cap of  comical  terrorists,  trying  to  throw  to  the  winds  all 
that  has  been  created  out  of  mothingness  during  a  century 
in  the  midst  of  tears  and  agony  of  Greek  endeavour.  Their 
duty  will  consist,  in  a  wakeful  vigilance  of  any  direct  or 
indirect  crime,  political  or  social  against  Greece,  and  the 
men,  who  hold  this  language,  feel  forced  to  this,  having 
been  the  silent  witnesses  of  inexpressible  follies,  journa- 
listic and  political  deliriums  to  whom  the  only  ansuJ>ori 
ought  to  be,  a  bullet  on  the  straightwaistcoat 

Greece  is  not  in  peace,  Greece  is  at  war.  Every  attempt 
to  diminish  her  combativity,  her  military  resistance  is  a 
downright  treachoury.  Under  the  pretext,  of  researching 
the  opportunity  of  intervention,  the  soldier's  enthousiasm 
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is  shaken  and  the  Creed  of  unpunished  wholesale  deser- 
tions is  given  out.  We  know  what  Greece  suffered,  for 
transgressing  her  faith  to  the  Serbian  alliance.  Little  fai- 
led that  she  should  have  been  buried  for  ever.  The  impious 
work,  is  repeated  once  more  now.  We  are  undertaking  an 
obligation  with  a  small  army,  small  losses,  improving  and 
ameliorating  with  seasonable  titles,  the  slowness  of  our 
intervention,  our  national  claims  having  gained  through 
the  two  or  three  battles  of  our  Army,  unending  glory.  But 
thus  does  not  judge  the  expectant  Reaction.  It  hisses,  mocks 
and  is  inuriated.  Having  taken  an  untimely  affection  for 
irredented  Greeks,  though  they  allowed  them  to  be  slain 
without  a  word  of  protestation  by  the  Turks  and  Bulgars, 
whose  murdering  they  watched  with  a  complacent  smile, 
they  insist  on  saying  falsely  that  the  Greeks  in  Russia 
are  falling  to  ruins,  because  of  the  intervention,  which 
they  know  perfectly  well,  that  the  signal  of  their  destruc- 
tion, had  been  given  long  before  this,  by  certain  Circles 
around  Trotsky,  who  are  the  mercantile  rivals  of  the  Gre- 
corussians,  and  who  would  dare  to  deny,  that  if  it  were 
necessary  that  part  of  the  Nation,  should  not  persecuted  so 
as  to  obtain  the  Restoration  of  the  whole  Nation,  we  ought 
to  submit  to  that  also  ?  But  instead  of  shouting  those 
truths,  so  as  to  strenghten  the  national  self-confidence,  we 
see  on  the  contrary  that,  with  the  GovernmenVs  assent, 
all  means  are  used  to  discourage  and  putrify  any  strength 
left  to  Greece.  Those  who  forward  these  declarations,  feel 
it  their  duty  to  declare  that  they  will  not  allow  any  longer 
the  pursuit  of  this  impious  undermining  of  the  nation. 

In  every  country  we  see  most  acute  oppositions.  Every- 
where the  conflicting  interests  are  much  sharper  here.  But 
which  is  the  country  which  offers  the  spectacle  shown  in 
Greece  ?  Reactonaries  exist  in  great  France,  socialists  exist 
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there  too.  But  they  are  all  united  around  old  Clemenceau, 
they  claim  the  valley  of  the  Saar  and  insist  on  a  just  res- 
toration and  an  indemnity.  The  same  takes  place  in  Bel- 
gium. The  same  is  seen  elsewhere  too  ;  everywhere,  wher« 
the  simplest  belief  exists  that  the  solidarity  in  the  conti- 
nuance and  he  support  of  the  Country  is  not  only  the 
noblest  manifestation  of  a  group,  but  the  wisest  insurance 
for  the  individual.  In  Greece,  whilst  her  chief  is  fighting 
her  supreme  game,  men  who  do  not  represent  anything 
and  have  never  toiled  for  her,  are  pelting  irony  at  him, 
insult  his  daily  martyrdom,  and  are  doing  everything  they 
can  to  make  his  task  more  arduous.  The  Government  allows 
this  to  go  on.  And  the  Public  opinion  allows  it  to  go  on. 
There  are  those  howerer,  for  whom  a  continuance  of  inde- 
cent acts  as  these,  would  constitute  a  dishonour,  since  they 
well  understand  where  this  immoral  action  would  lead, 
without  their  watchful  control  and  direction,  the  strength 
without  which  it  is  not  possible  to  have  a  nation,  a  State, 
a  Society,  an  organized  life.  And  effectively,  so  as  none  of 
these  should  exist,  but  that  they  alone  should  remain, 
unchallenged  possessors  of  smoking  ruins,  the  inward 
ennemies  of  Greece  are  trying  to  extinguish  this  force,  as 
had  already  been  obtained  at  an  unforgotten  epoch.  But 
such  a  terrible  design,  will  not  be  allowed  to  be  realized. 
Devoted  affections,  disinterested  and  straightforward  pa- 
triotism watch  over  the  cradle,  wherefrom  great  Greece 
will  arise.  Thy  will  follow  her,  till  she  grows  up.  And  let 
it  not  be  hoped  by  the  impious  demagogues  and  the  plotters 
of  well  known  drawing-rooms,  that  the  future  of  the  coun- 
try will  depend  on  the  fraudulence,  the  hysterics  and  the 
errors  of  the  vote,  whose  significance  has  been  so  often 
falsified.  The  Country's  salvation  stands  higher  than  any 
stipulated  clause,  and  there  are  those  decided  to  obtain  it. 
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those  belonging  to  no  political  party,  but  only  to  Greece 
and  who  are  ready  to  raise  the  scourge,  with  inexorable 
justice  against  dissoluted  liberals,  as  well  as  against  plot- 
ting reactonaries  and  preposterous  anarchists,  ready  to 
return  to  their  shade  and  oblivion,  without  usurping  any 
one  s  power  or  right,  as  soon  as  their  work  of  delivery  is 
accomplished. 
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